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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS 


ALABAMA. 
Public  Serrice  Commudon. 

8am  p.  KsNimnr,  President,  Annia- 
ton. 

B.  H.  Cooper,  Birmingham. 

S.  P.  Gaillabd,  Mobile. 

Atticus  Mullen,  Secretary,  Mont- 
gomery. 

ARIZONA. 

Corporation  Commiscion. 

F.  A.  JoNKS,  Chairman,  Phcenix. 

A.  W.  Cole,  Phoenix. 

W.  P.  Geabt,  Phcenix. 

W.  N.  Sanosteb,  Secretary,  Phoenix. 

ARKANSAS. 

Railroad  ConintUsion. 

Thoicab  £.  Wood,  Chairman,  Little 

Rock. 
J.  Sam  Bowland,  Little  Rock. 
W.  F.  McKnight,  Little  Rock. 
H.      R.     WiLaoN,    Secretary,     Little 

Rock. 

CALIFORNIA. 
Railroad  Commission. 

Max  Thelen,  President,  833  Market 

St.,  San  Francisco. 
H.  D.  LovELAKD,  833  Market  St.,  San 

Francisco. 
AuEX  GoBDON,  833  Market  St.,  San 

Francisco. 
Edwin  O.  Edgebtoit,  833  Market  St., 

San  Francisco. 
Frank  R.  Devlin,  833   Market   St., 

San  Francisco. 
Charles  R.  Dbtbiok,  Secretary^  San 

Francisco. 


COLORADO. 
Public  Utilitios 
M.  H.  Atubbworth,  Chairman,  State 

Capitol,  Denver. 
Sheridan  S.  Kendall,  State  Capitol, 

Denver. 
George  T.   Bradley,   State   Capitol, 

Denver. 
George  F.  Oxley,  Secretary,  Denver. 

CONNECTICUT. 
Public  Utilitios  Commission. 

Richard  T.  Higoins,  Chairman,  Win- 
sted. 

John  H.  Hale,  South  Glastonbury. 

Ckab.  C.  Elwell,  New  Haven. 

Henry  F.  Billinob,  Secretary,  Hart- 
ford. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Lieut.  Colonel  Charles  W.  Kutz, 
Corjps  of  Engineers,  United  States 
Army,  Chairman,  District  Bldg., 
Washington. 

Loins  Brown  low,  Florence  Court, 
Washington. 

Oliver  P.  Newman,  District  Bldg., 
Washington. 

J.  L.  Schley,  Executive  Officer,  Wash- 
ington. 

B.  A.  Harlan,  Chief  Clerk,  Wash- 
ington. 

FLORIDA. 
Railroad  Commission. 

R.   Hudson   Burr,   Chairman,  Talla- 
hassee. 
Newton  A.  Blitch,  Tallahassee. 
Royal  C.  Dunn,  Tallahassee. 
J.  Will  Yon,  Secretary,  Tallahassee. 
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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS. 


GEORGIA. 
Railroad  Commission. 

Chables     M.     Candler,     Chairman, 

Atlanta. 
Joseph  F.  Gray,  Atlanta. 
George  Hillter,  Atlanta. 
James  A.  Peret,  Lawrenceville. 
Paul  B.  Trammell,  Atlanta. 
J.  Prince  Webster,  Acting  Secretary, 

Atlanta. 


IDAHO. 

PnUic  Utflilies  Commissioit. 

Axel  P.  Rakstedt,  President,  Boise. 

A.  L.  Freeh AFER,  Boise. 

John  W.  Graham,  Boise. 

E.  G.  Gallet,  Secretary,  Boise. 


ILUNOIS. 
SUto  Public  Utilities  Commissioii. 

William  L.  O'Connell,  Chairman, 
714  Insurance  Bldg.,  Chicago. 

Frank  H.  FxmXt  Springfield. 

Walter  A.  Shaw,  Springfield. 

Owen  P.  Thompson,  Springfield. 

Richard  Yates,  Springfield. 

R.  V.  Prather,  Secretary,  Spring- 
field. 


INDIANA. 
Public  Service  Commission. 

Thomas  Duncan,  Chairman,  State 
House,  Indianapolis. 

James  L.  Clark,  Room  120,  State 
House,  Indianapolis. 

Charles  A.  Edwards,  Room  1221, 
State  House,  Indianapolis. 

John  F.  McClure,  Room  124,  State 
House,  Indianapolis. 

Edwin  Corr,  Bloomington. 

Joseph  L.  Reilet,  Secretary,  Indian- 
apolis. 


IOWA. 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

Clifford  Thorne,  Chairman,  Wash- 

ington. 
John  A.  Guiher,  WintersaL 
Jambs  H.  Wilson,  1412  E.  Walnut 

St.,  Des  Moines. 
George    L.    McCauqhan,    Secretary, 

Des  Moines. 

KANSAS* 
PuUic  Utilities 


Joseph   L.   Bristow,   Chairman,  To- 

peka. 
C.  F.  Foley,  Topeka. 
John  M.  Kinkhl,  Topeka. 
Carl  W.  Moobe,  Secretary,  Topeka. 


KENTUCKY. 
Railroad  Commission. 

LAtTBBNGE  B.  FiNN,  Ist  Dist.,  Chair- 
man, Franklin. 

Sid.  T.  Doitthitt,  2d  Dist,  New 
Castle,  Ky. 

H.  G.  Garrett,  3d  Dist.,  Winchester, 
Ky. 

Richard  Tobin,  Secretary,  Frank- 
fort. 

LOUISIANA. 

Railroad  Commission. 

Shelbt  Taylor,  Chairman,  Crowley. 
BuRK  A.  Bridges,  Homer. 
John  T.  Michel,  New  Orleans. 
Henry  Jastremski,  Secretary,  Bat<»i 
Rouge. 

MAINE. 

Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Benjamin    F.    Cleaves,    Chairman, 

Augusta. 
William  B.  Seelton,  Augusta. 
Charles  W.  Mullen,  Augusta. 
George  F.  Giddings,  Clerk,  Augusta. 
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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS. 


▼ii 


MARYLAND. 

Poblic  Service  CommUstoB. 

Ai-BEBT  G.  TowEBS,  Chairman,  Balti- 
more. 

E-  Clay  TiifAKtTS,  Miineey  Bldg.,  Bal- 
timore. 

Phiup  D.  Lajsd,  Munsey  Bldg.,  Bal- 
timore. 

Bexj.  T.  Fendall,  Secretary,  Balti- 
more. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Public  Service  CommisMon. 
Fbedebick    J.    MACLEOD,    Chairman, 

Cambridge. 
£tebett  £.  Stone,  Springfield. 
JouN  F.  Meanet,  Blackstone. 
Joseph  B.  Eastman,  Winchester. 
Charles  A.  Russeu.,  Glouceater. 
Axdbew    a.    Highlands,    Secretary, 

Brookline. 


Boafd  of  CUs  mod  Electric  Light 
CommiiMonerm. 

Aix>NZO  R.  Weed,  Chairman,  15  Ash- 
burton  Place,  Boston. 

Morris  Schaff,  16  Asbburton  Place, 
Boston. 

Thomas  P.  Rilet,  15  Ashburton 
Place,  Boston. 

R.  6.  ToBET,  Clerk,  Boston. 

MICHIGAN. 

Railroad  Commisnon. 

Lawion  T.  Hemans,  Chairman,  602 

Oakland  Bldg.,  Lansing. 
Cassius  L.  Glasgow,  Lansing. 
C.     S.    Cunningham,    001    Oakland 

Bldg.,  Lansing. 
Willabd     N.     Sweenet,    Secretary, 

Lansing. 


MINNESOTA. 

Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commission. 

Ira  B.  Mills,  Chairman,  State  Capi- 
tol, St.  Paul. 

Charles  £.  Elmquist,  State  Capitol, 
St.  Paul. 

O.  P.  B.  Jaodbson,  State  Capitol,  St. 
Paul. 

A.  C.  Clausen,  Secretary,  ySt.  Paul. 

MISSISSIPPL 

Railroad  Comnsission. 

F.  M.  Sheppard,  President,  Richtdn. 

George  R.  Edwards,  McCool. 

W.  B.  Wilson,  Corinth. 

James  Galceran,  Secretary,  Jackson. 

MISSOURL 
Public  Service  Conunission. 

William  G.  Busbt,  Chairman,  Jef- 
ferson City. 

John  Kennish,  Jefferson  City. 

Howard  B.  Shaw,  Jefferson  City. 

Edwin  J.  Bean,  Jefferson  City. 

Eugene  McQuillin,  Jefferson  City. 

T.  M.  Bradbury,  Secretary,  Jefferson 
City. 

MONTANA. 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 
and  Public  Service  Commission. 

J.  H.  Hall,  Chairman,  Helena. 

J.  E.  McCoRMiCK,  Helena. 

E.  A.  MoBLET,  Helena. 

W.  B.  Rhoades,  Secretary,  Helena. 


NEBRASKA. 
State  Railway  Commission. 

H.  T.  Clabke,  Jr.,  Chairman,  State 
Capitol,  Lincoln. 

Thomas  L.  Hall,  State  Capitol,  Lin- 
coln. 

H.  G.  Taylor,  State  Capitol,  Lincoln. 

T.  A.  Browne,  Secretary,  Lincoln. 
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PUBUC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS. 


NEVADA. 

Rjiilroad  CommiMioii  and  Public 
Service  Commiasion. 

H.    F.    Babtinb,    Chairman,    Carson 

City. 
J.  F.  Shaughnesbt,  Carson  City. 
W.  H.  Simmons,  Reno. 
£.    H.    Walker,    Secretary,    Carson 

City. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE. 

Public  Serrice  CommiMion. 

Edwabo    C.    NiLESy   Chairman,    Con- 
cord. 
Thomas  W.  D.  Worthen,  Concord. 
William  T.  Gunnison,  Concord. 
Walter  H.  Timm,  Clerk,  Concord. 

NEW  JERSEY. 

Board  of  Public  Utility  Commis* 
nonoTs. 

Ralph  W.  E.  Donoes,  Chairman, 
Camden. 

John  J.  Treacy,  15  Exchange  Place, 
Jersey  City. 

John  W.  Slocum,  Long  Branch. 

Alfred  N.  Barber,  Secretary,  Tren- 
ton. 

NEW  MEXICO. 

State  Corporation  CommiMion. 

M.  S.  Groves,  Chairman,  Santa  Fe. 
O.  L.  Owen,  Santa  Fe. 
Hugh  H.  Williams,  Santa  Fe. 
Edwin  F.  Coard,  Clerk,  Santa  Fe. 

NEW  YORK. 

Public  Senrice  Commission,  1st 
District. 

Oboar    S.    Straus,    Chairman,    120 

Broadway,  New  York  City. 
William   Hay  ward,    120   Broadway, 

New  York  City. 
Henrt  W.  Hodge,  120  Broadway,  New 

York  City. 
Travis  H.  Whitney,  120  Broadway, 

New  York  City. 


Charles  S.  Hervey,  120  Broadway, 

New  York  City. 
Jambs    B.    Walker,    Secretary,    120 

Broadway,  New  York  City. 

Public  Service  Commission,  2d 
District. 

Seymour  Van  Santvoord,  Chairman, 
Albany. 

Devoe  p.  Hodson,  Albany. 

William  Temple  Emmet,  Albany. 

Frank  Irvine,  Albany. 

James  O.  Carr,  Albany. 

Francis  X.  Disney,  Secretary,  Al- 
bany. 

NORTH  CAROLINA. 

Corporation  Commission. 

Edward   L.   Travis,   Chairman,   Ra- 
leigh. 
William  T.  Lee,  Raleigh. 
George  P.  Pell,  Raleigh. 
A.  J.  Maxwell,  Clerk,  Raleigh. 

NORTH  DAKOTA. 

Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

W.  H.  Stutsman,  President,  Mandan. 
W.  H.  Mann,  New  Salem. 
O.  P.  N.  Anderson,  Starkweather. 
Walter  F.  Cushing,  Secretary,  Bis- 
marck. 

OHIO. 
Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Beecher  W.  Waltermirb,  Chairman, 
Columbus. 

Lawrence  K.  Lanodon,  Columbus. 

Louis  M.  Day,  Columbus. 

D.  H.  Armstrong,  Secretary,  Colum- 
bus. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Corporation  Commission. 

J.  E.  Love,  Chairman,  Oklahoma  City. 
George  A.  Henshaw,  Oklahoma  City. 
W.  D.  Humphrey,  Oklahoma  City. 
J.    H.    Hyde,    Secretary,    Oklahoma 
i      City. 
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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS 


OREGON. 

Public  8«nric«  Commusion. 

Thoicas    K.    Campbell,    Chairman, 

Salem. 
Fkamk  J.  Mn.LKB,  Salem. 
Htxxk  H.  Cobbt,  Salem. 
Edwabd  Ostbandeb,  Secretary,  Salem. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Public  Senricc  Cemmisnon. 

Wm.  D.  B.  Ainst,  Chairman,  Harris- 

burg. 
Samuel     W.     Pennypacksb,     1107 

Franklin   Bk.   BIdg.,    Philadelphia. 
John  S.  Rilling,  Harrisburg. 
Wm.    a.    Magee,    319    Frick    Bldg., 

Pittsburg. 
Milton  J.  Brecht,  Lancaster. 
James  Alcorn,  Harrisburg. 
Michael  J.  Ryan,  1634  Land  Title 

Bldg.,  Philadelphia. 
A.  B.  MiLiJkB,  Secretary,  Harrisburg. 


PHILIPPINE  ISLANDS. 

Bomrd   of   Public    Utilitias 
Commissioners. 

Mariano  Cui,  President,  Manila. 

Stephen  Bonsal,  Manila. 

Cltde  a.  DeWitt,  Manila. 

C.   C,  Mitchell,   Secretary,   Manila. 


RHODE  ISLAND. 
Public  Utilities  Commission. 

William  C.  Bliss,  Chairman,  19  Col- 
lege St.,  Providence. 
Samitel  £.  Hudson,  Woonsocket. 
Robert  F.  Rodman,  Lafayette. 
John    W.    Rowe,    Secretary,    Provi- 
dence. 


SOUTH  CAROLINA. 

Railroa«l  Commission. 

G.    McD.    Hampton,    Chairman,    Co- 
lumbia. 
John  G.  Richards,  Columbia. 
Frank  W.  Shelly,  Columbia. 
J.  P.  Dabby,  Secretary,  Columbia. 


SOUTH  DAKOTA. 

Board    of    Railroad    Commissioners, 

J.  J.  MuRPHT,  Chairman,  Pierre. 

P.  W.  Dougherty,  Pierre. 

W.  G.  Smith,  Pierre. 

H.  A.  UsTRUD,  Secretary,  Pierre. 

TENNESSEE. 

Railroad  Commission. 

B.  A.  Enloe,  Chairman,  Naahrille. 
H.  H.  Hannah,  Nashville. 
GEbRGE  N.  Welch,  Nashville. 
Miss     Willie     Fields,     Secretary, 
Nashville. 


TEXAS. 

Railroad  Commission. 

Allison   Mayfield,   Chairman,   Aus- 
tin. 
William  D.  Williams,  Austin. 
Earle  B.  Mayfield,  Austin. 
E.  R.  McLean,  Secretary,  Austin. 

VERMONT. 
Public  Serrice  Commission. 

Robert  C.   Bacon,   Chairman,   Brat- 

tleboro. 
William  R.  Warner,  Vergennes. 
Walter  A.  Dutton,  Hardwick. 
Neil    D.    Clawsow,    Clerk,    Brattle- 

boro. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS. 


VIRGINIA. 
State  Corporation  CommiMion. 

RoPEBT  R.  Pbentis,  Chairman,  Rich- 
mond. 

WiixiAM  F.  Rhea,  Richmond. 

J.  RicuABD  WiNGFiELD,  Richmond. 

Richard  T.  Wilson,  Clerk,  Rich- 
mond. 

WASHINGTON. 

PuUic  Senrico  CommiMion. 

E.  F.  Blaine,  Olympia. 
Abthub  a.  Lewis,  Olympia. 
Fbank  R.  Spinning,  Olympia. 
J.  H.  Bbown,  Secretary,  Olympia. 

WEST  VIRGINIA. 

Public  S«rnco  Commission. 

E.  F.  Morgan,  Chairman,  Charleston. 
Elliott  Nobthcott,  Charleston. 
Vacancy. 


R.  B.  Bebnheim,  Secretary,  Charles- 
ton. 

WISCONSIN. 

RaiIroa«l  Commission. 

Carl  D.  Jackson,  Chairman,  Madi- 
son. 

Walter  Alexander,  Madison. 

Henry  R.  Tbuhbower,  Madison. 

Harold  L.  Geisse,  Secretary,  Madi- 
son. 

WYOMINa 
Public   Sorrice   Commission. 

John  B.  Kemdrick,  Governor,  Chair- 
man, Cheyenne. 

Robert  B.  Forsythe,  Auditor,  Vice- 
Chairman,  Cheyenne. 

Herman  B.  Gates,  Treasurer,  Chey- 
enne. 

H.  A.  Floyd,  Secretary,  Cheyenne. 
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ABBREVIATIONS  OF  COMMISSION 
REPORTS 

Amu  Rep.  Ala.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Alabama  Railroad  Com- 
mission. 

"         "    Ariz.  C.  C Annual    Report    of    the  Arizona    Corporation 

CommisBion. 

"         "    Ariz.  R.  C Arizona  Railway  Commission  Annual  Reports. 

1909-10. 

•  **    Ark.  R.  C Arlcansas    Railroad    Commission    Annual    Re- 

ports. 

"        **    Cal.  Bd.  R.  C.  ...California  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

Annual  Reports. 

••         **     Can.  R.  C Board  of   Railway   Commissioners  of  Canada 

Annual  Reports. 

«  «  Colo.  P.  U.  C.  ...Annual  Report  of  the  Colorado  Public  Util- 
ities Commission. 

•  ••     Col.  S.  R.  C Colorado   State  Railroad  Commission   Annual 

Reports.     1907-14. 

"  *  Conn.  P.  U.  C.  . .  Annual  Report  of  the  Connecticut  Public  Util- 
ities Commission. 

"         **     Conn.  R.  C Annual   Report   of   the  Connecticut   Railroad 

Commissioners.     1853-1911. 

•  *     Dist.  Col.  P.  U.  C.  Annual    Report   of  the   District  of   Columbia 

Public  Utilities  Commission. 

•  *■     Fla.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners 

for  the  State  of  Florida. 

•  ''     6a.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of 

Georgia. 
«  *     Houston,  Tex.,  P. 

S.  C Houston,  Texas,  Public  Service  Commissioner, 

Annual  Reports. 

«*  "     la.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Iowa  Board  of  Railroad 

Commissioners. 

««  **     Ida.  P.  U.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Idaho  Public  Utilities 

Commission. 

•«  •*      111.  P.  U.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Public  Utilities  Conunis- 

sion  of  Illinois. 
m  ««      III.  R.  &  W.  C.  ..Annual   Report  of  the   Illinois   Railroad   and 

Warehouse  Commission.     1871-1913. 

w  ^      Ind.  P.  S.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Indiana  Public  Service 

Commission. 

r  **      Ind.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of 

Indiana.     1906-1912. 
zi 
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«i  ABBREVIATIONS. 

Ann.  Rep.  Kan.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Gommissionera 

of  Kansas. 
"        **    Ky.  R.  G Annual  Report  of  the  Kentucky  Railroad  Oom* 

misBion. 
•*        "    La.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commiflsion  of 

Louisiana, 
**        •*    Los   Angeles    Bd. 
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California. 

Be  fNiolumne  Electric  Co.  (mem.)  1915F,  p.  799. 

Orif^al  order  modified  so  as  to  permit  renewal  of  note  for  6  months 
(April  1,  1916). 
Re  Central  P.  R.  Co.  1916B»  p.  846. 

Rehearing  denied  (April  4,  1916). 
£ut  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaqnin  Light  k  P.  Corp.  1916C,  p< 
830. 
Former  rate  applicable  to  Fresno  City  Water  Company  re-established 
and  additional  street  lighting  rates  established;  otherwise  petition 
for  rehearing  denied  (April  22,  1916). 
Melcher  y.  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  £.  Co.  (mem.)  1916C,  p.  923. 
Rehearing  denied   (April  22,  1916). 

Idaho. 

Re  Wilcox,  1916C,  p.  35. 

Time  for  commencing  construction  of  gas  plant  extended  until  let  day 
of  July,  1916  (February  23,  1916). 
Coeor  d'Alene  v.  Interstate  Utilities  Co.  1916C,  p.  438. 

Rehearing  denied  (May  27,  1916). 

Illinois. 

Re  Olivet  Teleph.  Co.  1916C,  p.  415. 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  securities  denied  as  the  Commission 
has  refused  to  issue  certificate  of  convenience  (March  10,  1916). 
Belleville  v.  St.  Clair  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.  19168,  p.  24. 

Rehearing  denied  on  all  matters  except  as  to  reasonable  and  fair  rate 
for  electric  street  lighting  service  in  Belleville  upon  which  question 
rehearing  is  granted  (March  29,  1916). 
Re  Polo  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  1916B,  p.  318. 

Certain  toll  charges  discontinued  (March  30,  1916). 
Re  Chesterfield  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  1915E,  p.  663. 

Order  reaffirmed  on  rehearing  (March  24,  1916). 
Lake  Forest  v.  Lake  Forest  Water  Co.  1915D,  p.  1008. 

Rehearing  denied  but  leave  granted  to  file  statement  of  revenues  under 
rates  prescribed  by  original  order  and  to  apply  for  modification  of, 
rates  within  90  days  (April  13,  1916) . 
xli 
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Peoria  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  1916A,  p.  493. 

Approval  of  plans  for  crossings  (April  27,  1916). 
Re  Moweaqua  Teleph.  Co.  1915E,  p.  857. 

Improvements  in  telephone  plant  having  been  completed  new  schedule 
of  rates  established  (April  28,  1916). 
Alton  &  S.  R.  Co.  V.  Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (mem.)   1915F,  p.  187. 

Location  oT crossings  changed  (April  28,  1916). 
Currant  v.  Homer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  1916A,  p.  917. 

Order  to  show  cause  why  utility  is  not  conforming  strictly  to  the  pro- 
visions of  original  order  relative  to  tenders  to  owners  of  electric 
meters  to  be  acquired  by  utility  (May  18,  1916). 

IjoulBlana. 

Kz  parte  Louisiana  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  1915A,  p.  466. 

Order  canceled  and  rescinded  (April  27,  1916). 
Ex  parte  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (mem.)   1915F,  p.  76. 

Increase  from  7  cents  to  9  cents  per  100  pounds  authorized  on  subfl^ 
quent  application  (May  25,  1916). 

Maine. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  1916F,  p.  1033. 

Approval  of  plan  of  disposition  of  common  stock  (March  28,  1916). 

Michigan. 

Re  CitizenB*  Teleph.  Co.  (mem.)  1916B,  p.  552. 

Selling  price  of  utility  reduced  from  $2,000  to  $1,750  (May  11,  1916). 

Nebraslta. 

Nebraska  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  1915E,  p.  64. 

Rates  ordered  modified  (March  27,  1916). 
imperial  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (mem.)  1916B,  p.  1052. 

Defendant  railroad  company  ordered  to  establish  a  daily-except-Sunday 
mixed  train  in  place  of  the  tri-weekly  passenger  train  established 
by  the  original  order  the  service  of  which  had  proved  unsatisfac- 
tory (May  15,  1916). 

Washington. 

Public  Service  Commission  ex  rel.  Everett  Trades  Council  v.  Puget  Sound 
International  R.  &  Power  Co.  1916B,  p.  81. 
Final  order  fixing  valuation  of  utility's  property  at  $2,170,592.54  and 
establishing  schedule  of  rates  to  yield  return  of  8  per  cent  (April 
12,  1916). 
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Wisconsin. 

yolan  ▼.  Chicago  A  N.  W.  R.  Co.  1915A,  p.  240. 

Railroads  ordered  to  require  trains  at  junction  for  15  minutes  in  cases 
of  emergency  (March  17,  1916). 
Ottun  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (mem.)   1916B,  p.  1054. 

Stopping  of  additional  train  required  (April  11,  1916). 
Gray  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (mem.)  1915F,  p.  1100. 

Reparation  awarded  reduced  on  rehearing  from  $49.77  to  $22.12  (April 
18,1916). 
Jackman  v.  Janesville  Electric  Co.  1916C,  p.  400. 

Adjustment  of  value  of  motors  removed  by  electric  company   (May  4^ 
1916). 
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OAIiIFORNIA  RAIIJIOAP  COMMISSION. 

IN  BE  SAN  DIEGO  &  SOUTHBASTEBN  BAILWAT 
COMPANY. 

[Application  No.  1762.] 
CITY  OP  CHTJLA  VISTA 

SAN  DIEGO  &  SOUTHEASTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[GaM  No.  MS.] 
[Deciaion  No.  29711] 

Bates  —  RaUroad  —  Weight  ^  Compariaon, 

1.  To  determine  the  reAflonahleiiesa  of  frei^t  ratea  consideration 
must  be  given  to  all  the  elements  surrounding  the  movement  of  the 
traffic,  and  not  solely  to  the  rates  of  other  railroads  differently  situated. 

Bates -^BaUr^adS'^ Freight'^ Profit  to  shippers, 

2.  A  railroad  will  not  be  prevented  from  establishing  reasonable 
freight  rates  merely  because  shippers  cannot  sell  their  products  at  a 
profit,  since  this  may  be  due  to  natural  or  other  advantages  of  ccwn- 
petitorsj  and  freight  rates  cannot  be  baaed  solely  on  the  needs  of  a 
shipper. 

Bates  —  BaUroads  —  Freigh  t  —  Trial, 

3.  Freight  rates  apparently  not  excessive  by  comparison  may  be 
authorixed  subject  to  further  investigation  upon  apeciflc  complaint. 

Bates -^^  Electric  railway -^  Fares  within  corporate  liimits* 

4.  A  railroad  will  nc^  be  permitted  to  increase  established  railway 
fares  within  a  city  from  5  to  10  cents  imless  justification  therefor  ia 

P.U.R1916C.  1 
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.»    •••.  •• 
/  •.    •  • 
Bhowii/4  27' of -the  Public  Utilities  act  (Cal.)  providing  that  not  more 

thas.S  d^ts  shall  be  charged  within  the  corporate  limits  of  any  clt|r 
.  -ul^^eBfr.  justified. 
•JUlUHs^  Railroads '^Decrease  to  increase  trafflo. 
;  •  •  5.  A  railroad  operating  at  a  loss  may  be  authorized  to  decrease 

fares  on  one  of  its  lines  to  secure  larger  revenue  from  the  resulting 

increase  of  travel. 

Return '^lUtUumys'^OlHigfatian  to  retain  rOtas. 

6.  Interarbfin  railwj^  fares  which  return  far  less  than  jspersting 
expenses  may  be  increased  in  spite  of  obligations  to  consider  settlers 
along  the  line  and  tlie  compaay's  verbal  promises  upon  receiving  its 
charter. 

Return -^  Railtoay -^  Quality  of  service. 

7.  A  railway  will  be  permitted  to  iticrease  its  fares  to  reduce 
operating  losses,  rather  than  return  to  an  abbreviated  service,  where  it 
is  not  likely  that  a  lesser  service  is  wanted  or  would  decrease  losses. 

Rates '^  Railroads '^  Affected  hy  general  depression. 

8.  A  railroad  should  bear  some  of  the  loss  incident  to  crop  failure 
and  general  business  depression. 

Rates  ^Railroads  "-Elements  affecting. 

0.  That  a  railroad  system  contains  a  duplication  of  facilities  and 
noncompensatory  lines,  and  is  owned  by  interests  which  control  the 
whole  tra£Sc  situation  in  the  district,  may  be  considered  in  fixing  rates. 

Return -^  Railroads -- Discontinuance  of  nonpaying  line. 

10.  A  railroad  will  not  be  required  to  discontinue  a  nonpaying  line 
to  decrease  general  operating  losses  where  the  upkeep  of  the  line  is  so 
small  that  very  little  saving  would  result  from  its  abandonment. 

Rates  "- Railroads '^  Sufficiency  of -^  Value  of  the  Service. 

11.  The  principle  th^t  a  railroad  must  charge  rateB  Jblgh  enough  to 
support  it  is  qualified  by  the  recognized  truth  that  patrons  of  public 
utilities,  by  reason  of  the  volume  of  business,  may  be  unable  to  pay 
rates  which  would  return  even  operating  expenses. 

Service '^  Railways  ^  Rush  Hours. 

12.  No  satisfactory  remedy  hiM  been  devised  for  ocoasional  over* 
crowding  of  railways  during  rush  hours. 

[December  U,  1915.] 

Application  of  the  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Com- 
pany for  authority  to  make  a  general  revision  of  its  freight  and 
passenger  rates,  and  complaint  of  the  city  of  Chula  Vista  against 
the  reasonableness  of  the  present  passenger  rates  between  San 
Diego  and  Chula  Vista  and  the  adequacy  of  the  service  rendered ; 
application  for  revision  of  freight  rates  granted,  and  for  revision 
of  passenger  rates  granted  in  part^  and  complaint  agai&Ht  rates 
and  service  dismissed. 

Appearances:    H.  H.  Sanborn,  R  G.  Dilworth  and  Arthur 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Bodil  for  applicant;  Johnson  W.  Pnterbaugh  for  city  of  National 
City,  intervener;  F,  B.  Andrews  for  city  of  Chula  Vista,  com- 
plainant and  intervener;  Wright,  Winnek,  &  McKee  for  Pacific 
Building  Company,  intervaier;  S.  W.  Sweitzer  for  John 
Mnrtangh  et  al.,  intervener;  Riley  &  Hesketh  for  Independent 
Stone  Company,  intervener ;  Geo.  J.  Leovy  for  San  Diego  Stone 
Company,  intervener ;  Chas.  Crouch  for  Fenton  Sumption  Barnes 
Company,  intervener;  O.  T.  Helpling  for  Riverside  Portland 
Cement  Company,  intervener, 

Loveland,  Commissioner:  Application  No.  1752,  filed  by  tbe 
San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company,  hereinafter  re- 
ferred to  as  the  company,  seeks  authority,  under  §  63  of  the 
Public  Utilities  act,  to  make  a  general  revision  of  its  freight 
tariffs,  increasing  practically  all  freight  rates,  class,  and  com- 
modity, and  also  revising  its  passenger  tariffs,  increasing  many 
of  its  fares. 

The  application  alleges  that  the  company  is  not  earning  operat- 
ing expenses,  and  that  the  increases  in  rates  which  it  desires  to 
put  into  effect  will  produce  only  sufficient  revenue  to  cover  such 
expenses  and  interest  on  unfunded  debt  without  giving  any  con- 
sideration to  return  upon  other  capital  invested  in  the  prop- 
erty. 

Case  No.  843  is  a  complaint  entered  by  the  city  of  Chula  Vista 
wherein  it  calls  into  question  the  reasonableness  of  the  present 
passenger  fares  between  San  Di^o  and  Chula  Vista.  It  also 
places  in  issue  the  adequacy  of  the  service  being  rendered  be- 
tween the  two  cities. 

The  application  and  the  case  were  heard  together,  and  it  was 
stipulated  that  all  testimony  and  exhibits  would  be  considered 
as  applying  to  both  proceedings. 

The  city  of  National  City  and  city  of  Chula  Vista  intervened, 
protesting  against  the  proposed  increases  in  passenger  fares  and 
freight  rates  between  those  cities  and  San  Diego.  The  Pacific 
Building  Company  and  John  Murtaugh  et  al.,  of  San  Diego, 
intervened  and  protested  against  proposed  increase  in  fare  of 
5  cents  to  10  cents  between  points  within  the  city  of  San  Diego 
and  the  eastern  city  limits.  The  Independent  Stone  Company, 
San  Diego  Stone  Company,  and  Fenton  Sumpton  Barnes  Com- 

P.UJ1.1916C- 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


4  GALIFOBNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

pany  protested  against  proposed  increases  in  rates  on  sand,  gravel, 
stone,  crushed  rock,  etc.,  from  various  points  to  San  Di^o  and 
Coronado.  Riverside  Portland  Cement  Company  protested 
against  the  granting  of  increases  in  cement  rates.  This  last  pro- 
test, however,  was  withdrawn  at  a  subsequent  hearing  without 
evidence  having  been  introduced. 

The  company  prepared  its  case  in  great  detail  and  presented 
for  the  Commission's  consideration  a  mass  of  statistical  informa- 
tion taken  principally  from  its  annual  reports.  These  hearings 
extended  over  a  period  of  six  days  resulting  in  889  pages  of 
transcript  and  the  introduction  of  many  exhibits  both  by  the 
company  and  the  interveners.  Oral  arguments  were  made  by 
counsel,  and  the  case  is  now  ready  for  disposition. 

The  issue  is  of  great  importance  to  the  company  and  to  the 
public,  and  although  the  company  at  this  time  is  only  contending 
for  sufficient  revenue  to  pay  its  operating  expenses,  it  must  neces- 
sarily disturb  rates,  many  of  which  have  been  in  effect  for  years. 
For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1916,  the  property  failed  to 
earn  expenses  by  $86,287.21,  and  this  application  was  presented 
in  an  effort  to  prevent  future  deficits. 

The  company's  history,  its  capitalization,  and  organization, 
nnd  certain  elements  entering  into  the  value  of  its  property,  are 
carefully  set  forth  in  our  decision  No.  1383,  case  Wo.  189,  Re 
San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  (4  Cal.  R.  C.  R.  page  539)  rendered 
March  30,  1914.  This  decision  is  pertinent  to  these  proceedings 
and  therefore  is  quoted  in  part  as  follows : 

"The  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company  was  incor- 
porated under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  California  on  March  2, 
1912,  to  take  over  the  properties  and  obligations  of  the  San 
Diego  &  Cuyamaca  Railway  Company  and  the  San  Diego  South- 
ern Railway  Company,  both  of  which  are  now  legally  dissolved. 
The  history  of  the  physical  properties  which  now  constitute  the 
San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company  is  interesting  and 
intricate,  and  can  be  traced  back  as  far  as  the  years  1886  and 
1887,  when  the  first  serious  attempts  were  made  by  San  Diego 
residents  to  give  to  their  city  a  direct  rail  connection  with  the 
East.  A  complete  investigation  into  the  entire  history  of  the 
company  appears  in  the  Commission's  engineering  department's 
valuation  report,  and  it  does  not  seem  netfessary  to  here  review 
p.u.R.iQiec. 
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this  history  in  all  its  details.  It  will  suffice  to  say  that  the  present 
company  inherited  the  properties  and  obligations,  as  far  as  they 
were  in  existence,  of  the  following  prior  companies :  Coronado 
Railroad  Company,  organized  April  7,  1886;  National  City  & 
Otay  Railway  Company,  organized  December  28,  1886;  San 
Diego  &  Cuyamaca  Railway  Company,  organized  August  30, 
1887;  Otay  Railway  Company,  organized  September  28,  1887; 
San  Di^go,  Cuyamaca,  &  Eastern  Railway  Company,  organized 
March  6,  1888;  National  City  &  Otay  Railway  Company 
(Cons,),  organized  October  1,  1888;  San  Diego  Southern  Rail- 
way Company,  organized  July  1,  1908;  San  Diego  &  Cuyamaca 
Railway  Company,  organized  July  19,  1909. 

"The  present  company  is  one  of  a  group  of  San  Diego  organ- 
izations known  as  the  ^Spreckels  companies,'  because  of  the  pre* 
dominance  of  J.  D.  Spreckels  in  their  control.  These  companies 
are  as  follows :  San  Diego  Electric  Railway  Company ;  Southern 
California  Mountain  Water  Company;  Coronado  Water  Com- 
pany; San  Diego  &  Coronado  Perry  Company;  San  Diego  & 
Coronado  Transfer  Company;  United  Light,  Fuel,  &  Power 
Company;  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company;  San 
Di^o  &  Arizona  Railway  Company ;  Coronado  Beach  Company ; 
Hotel  Del  Coronado ;  Coronado  Tent  City ;  Coronado  Plumbing 
Company. 

"The  same  group  of  men  occupy  in  general  the  same  positions 
on  the  directorates  and  as  oflScers  of  all  these  companies.  They 
are  as  follows:  J.  D.  Spreckels,  president;  W.  Clayton,  vice 
president  and  managing  director;  H.  L.  Titus,  secretary  and 
attorney;  Claude  Spreckels,  treasurer;  B.  M.  Warner,  general 
superintendent;  A.  H.  Kayser,  general  auditor;  Geo.  Holmes, 
purchasing  agent 

**The  first  four,  together  with  0.  L.  Bundy  of  Los  Angeles,  who 
represents  a  group  of  Los  Angeles  capitalists,  constitute  the 
board  of  directors  of  this  company.  This,  the  youngest  of  the 
group,  is  thus  not  entirely  a  Spreckels  company,  inasmuch  as  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  common  stock  of  the  company  is  held 
by  Los  Angeles  people.  The  rest  of  the  stock  is  held  by  John  D. 
Spreckels. 

"The  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company  comprises 
73.54  main  track  miles  of  standard  gauge,  steam,  and  electric 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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railways  located  in,  and  radiating  in  northerly^  easterly,  and 
southerly  directions  from,  the  city  of  San  Diego.  The  system 
consists  of  five  principal  units  or  branches  of  various  lengths,  and 
is  entirely  confined  within  the  limits  of  San  Diego  county. 

"The  road  as  at  present  operated  is  divided  into  two  divisions, 
the  southern  division  (formerly  the  San  Diego  Southern  Kail- 
way  Company)  and  the  eastern  division  (formerly  the  San  Di^o 
and  Cuyamaca  Railway  Company).  A  statement  of  the  total 
track  mileage  of  the  company  is  as  follows:    •    .    . 

"In  addition  to  the  track  mileage  shown  on  this  .statement 
(73.64  miles  of  main  track),  the  San  Di^o  &  Southeastern  Rail- 
way Company  operates  an  electric  car  over  1.55  miles  of  the  San 
Diego  Electric  Railway  Company's  tracks  in  San  Diego,  making 
a  total  operated  mileage  of  75.09.  Of  this  mileage  there  is 
operated  by  steam  61.76  miles  and  electrically  13.33  miles.  The 
13.33  miles  consist  of  the  1.55  miles  above  mentioned  of  the  San 
Diego  Electric  Railway  Corapany^s  tracks  and  of  11.78  miles  of 
main  line  on  the  southern  division  from  the  intersection  of  Thir- 
teenth and  *L'  streets,  San  Diego,  to  Otay. 

"The  character  of  the  lands  traversed  by  the  various  lines  of 
this  system  may  be  divided  into  two  general  classes,  viz.,  lands 
within  incorporated  cities,  and  suburban,  rural  and  country  lands. 
Of  the  first  class  there  are  six  incorporated  cities,  being  San 
Diego,  National  City,  Chula  Vista,  Coronado,  La  Mesa,  and 
El  Cajon.  The  character  of  these  city  lands  does  not  correspond 
to  what  is  usually  understood  by  this  term,  and,  instead  of  com- 
prising built-up  residence  communities,  the  lands  traversed  are 
for  the  greater  part  sparsely  built  up,  and  in  many  cases  merely 
low,  marsh  lands.  The  suburban  territory  reached  by  the  lines 
of  this  company  is  constituted  of  small  ranches  and  platted 
acreage  tracts,  including  small  unincorporated  towns  and  villages 
of  various  sizes  and  improvements.  The  rural  and  country  lands 
reached  by  the  road  are  of  various  kinds,  and  comprise  orange 
and  lemon  groves,  grain,  farming,  pasture,  grazing,  marsh,  rocky, 
hilly,  canyon,  and  waste  lands.     .     .    . 

"A  considerable  portion  of  the  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Rail- 
way, and  principally  the  original  National  City  &  Otay  Railway, 
is  merely  a  suburban  traction  railway  occupying  city  streets  by 
virtue  of  franchises,  and  otherwise  possessing  very  few  rights  of 
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waj.  The  length  of  track  laid  down  totals  approximatdy  16«7 
miles. 

^As  noted  heretofore,  this  company  operates  with  both  steam 
and  electricity.  The  electric  portions  of  the  road  do  a  passenger 
business  almost  exclusively,  while  on  the  steam  portion  of  the 
system  freight  constitutes  the  most  important  item  of  traffic  on 
the  road.  The  principal  freight  commodities  seem  to  be  stone, 
sandy  and  other  like  articles,  constituting  more  than  82  per  cent 
of  the  total  freight  tonnage  hauled  by  this  road  in  the  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1913. 

"The  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company's  author- 
iced  capital  stock  consists  of  16,500  shares  of  common  stock  of 
the  par  value  of  $100  each,  or  a  total  authorized  capitalization  of 
$1,650,000.  The  entire  authorized  capital  stock  was  issued  as 
the  purchase  price  for  the  properties  of  the  San  Di^o  Southern 
Railway  Company  and  the  San  Diego  &  Cuyamaca  Railway 
Company,  the  immediate  predecessors  in  interest  of  the  present 
corporation.  Stock  to  the  par  value  of  $770,000  was  paid  for  the 
Cuyamaca  line,  and  is  now  held  by  Los  Angeles  people,  while 
stock  to  the  par  value  of  $880,000  was  paid  for  the  San  Diego 
Southern  property,  and  is  held  by  John  D.  Spreckels,  the  presi- 
dent of  the  present  company.    There  is  no  bonded  indebtedness. 

"It  seems  pertinent  to  point  out  here  the  relation  between  the 
capitalization  of  this  property  and  its  value.  The  ^reproduction 
value'  of  the  entire  operative  property,  as  will  appear  later,  is 
estimated  by  the  engineering  department  of  the  Commission  at 
$2,285,874.61  and  the  'present  value'  at  $1,912,754.20,  while  the 
total  capitalization  has  a  par  value  of  only  $1,650,000.  This  is 
an  unusual  state  of  affairs  with  public  utilities.  We  find  as  a 
rule  that  the  capitalization  is  largely  in  excess  of  either  cost  or 
reproduction  value.  Looking  at  the  company  from  this  point  of 
view,  its  financial  condition  appears  to  be  quite  satisfactory.  It 
does  not  become  necessary  to  trace  the  financial  history  of  the 
predecessors  of  the  present  company  back  to  the  banning,  as  the 
last  consolidation  of  these  roads  undoubtedly  squeezed  out  what- 
ever water  there  may  have  been  in  former  capitalizations. 

'It  should  also  be  added  here  that  since  the  incorporation  of 

the  present  company,  on  March  2,  1912,  expenditures  were  made 

for  additions  and  betterments  totaling  $259,519.04,  of  which 
P.tJ.R.19ieC. 
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$81,087.90  was  expended  for  acquisition  of  rights  of  way,  station 
grounds,  and  real  estate. 

"The  company  has  declared  no  dividends  since  its  organization, 
but  the  sum  of  $39,191.42  appears  as  a  credit  charge  against 
profit  and  loss  in  the  annual  report  of  the  company  for  the  year 
ending  June  30,  1913." 

The  San  Diego  &  Southeastern,  as  heretofore  stated,  waB 
organized  in  1912.  For  some  years  prior  to  the  final  oonsolida* 
tion  the  property  was  under  two  companies,  the  San  Diego  & 
Cuyamaca  Eailway  Company  and  the  San  Diego  Southern  Rail- 
way Company.  Exhibit  No.  34  gives  the  combined  income  and 
expenditures  of  the  properties  for  the  years  1909,  1910,  1911, 
and  1912.  A  brief  analysis  of  this  period  of  four  years  is  illumi- 
nating. 

SAN  DIEGO  &  CUYAMACA  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

San  Diego  Southern  Railway  Company. 

Fiscal  Years  finding  June  30,  1909, 1910, 1911  and  1912. 


1909 

1910 

1911 

1912 

Operating  Revennet. 
Freight  revenne 

S91,A05.20 

118.651.20 

6,487.70 

$119,966.10 

12fi,<81.66 

19.686.28 

$165,678.99 
166,452.64 
21.085.44 

$181 ,842,96 
178.744  78 

Other  operating  revenues 

80,196.85 

Total  operating  revenaeB 

Operating  Expenses. 

Maintenance  of  way  and  struc- 

tnres 

1211,644.10 

S36.280.87 
84.550.22 
8.209.11 
81,986.23 
20.018.66 

$269,188.96 

$«4,a51.76 

45.802.41 

8.444.81 

94.777.10 

20.182  21 

$383,112.07 

$47,639.81 
53.918.64 
3.482.72 

110,880.17 
22^229.80 

$390,284.58 

$64,309.22 
68.494.11 
4,744.95 

180,289.12 
27.408.41 

Maintenance  of  equipment . . . 
TrafSc 

Transportation 

Qmeral 

Total  operating  expenses 

$175,996.09 

$209,057.79 

$288,160.64 

$290,190.81 

Net  profit 

185.649.01 
830.71 

$60,076.17 
1.804.78 

$04,961.43 
2.044.13 

$100,098.77 
2,972,28 

Nonoperating  revenue 

Total  net  profit 

$85,979.72 
5.216.01 

$61,880.96 
5.897.91 

$97,005.56 
7.505.42 

$108,066.00 
$12,720.00 

Taxes 

Operating  profit 

$30,768.71 

$88,000.00 
5,731.19 

$55,488.04 

$24,250.00 
2,879.01 

$89,500.14 

$25,000.00 
2,800.51 

$90,846.00 

$6.260iK) 
4.92901 

Interest 

Miscellaneous  deauctions 

Net  profit  or  deficit 

•$7,967.48 

$28,864.82 

$62,180.68 

$79,172.89 

•Deficit. 


Financial  exhibits  ISTos.  6  and  7,  introduced  at  the  hearings, 
show  gross  income  from  operation  and  from  other  sources,  to- 
gether with  the  expenses  and  fixed  charges  for  the  years  1913, 

1914,  and  1915.    From  an  analysis  of  these  reports  it  is  possible 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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to  aocuratelj  det^mine  th^e  mooaeja  reoeiyed  and  the  diapofiitioQ 
that  has  been  made  of  the'  same. 

The  following  condensed  stat^nrait  gives  a  picture  of  the  fi- 
nancial situation  of  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Kailwaj  Oompany 
far  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  1913,  1914,  and  1916 : 


Operating  Reyenue 

PreiclK  rerenae 

PsflKDfFCT  remme 

Otlm'  operattng  reyeDue 


TdUiI  opermthiff  rerenae . 


Operating  Expenne 
Maistesiance  of  way  and  structureB. , 

KalDfeenaoceofeqiiipmenfc 

Traffic  cxx^cnMS 

Transportation  expense , 

General  expense 

Transportation  for  Inyestmenk ....... 


Total  operating  expense. 
Net  profit  or  deficit 


.Or. 


Total  net  profit  or  defldt.. 


Operating  profit  or  deficit. . 


imsiest  on  Qnlnnded  debts. , 
Miseellaneoas  dedactions. . . , 


Net  profit  or  deficit . 


Batio  of  operating  expense  to  gross  opera* 
ting  rey eraoe. 

Ratio  of  operating  expense  and  dedoetioDS 
to  total  income 


1918 


I281.S63.00 
171.r88.8i 
25.597.84 


9428.098.08 


t86,997.14 

76,168.85 

7.404.06 

178.108.88 
80.151.02 


$877,819.97 


S60iS74.01 
819.60 


l51.ig6Jil 
16,500.00 


884.696.51 


•5.972.06 
5.288.22 


823,483.28 
88.19^ 


1914 


1209.667.16 
181.717.85 
24.818.85 


8865.708.86 


867,025.85 
69.666.8D 
4.047.77 

167.888,48 
4l57d.l7 


8840.084.45 


825.668.84 
8,716.28 


1.07 
21.125.10 


87.269.97 

tl8.80l.87 

2,177.62 


*I8.282.82 

92.996 
102.276 


1915 


8159.872.12 

120^024.78 

25.536.57 


8305.433.42 


899.820.72 

68.176.09 

8.060.00 

Kl.001.fiO 
89,640.18 
n.(!e6.92 


8S60.1U.77 


•844.678.35 
8.589.77 


*941,08B.66 
18,167.62 


*950.256.20 


821.838.52 
5.197.49 


•186.287.21 

U4.696 
127396 


•Deficit. 

It  will  be  noted  by  comparing  the  two  statements  that  the 
income  and  expenditnres  fluctuate  very  materially.  In  1909 
total  freight  revenue  was  $91,605.20;  in  1918,  it  had  risen  to 
$231,363,  and  in  1915,  dropped  back  to  $159,872.12.  In  1909 
passenger  revenue  was  $118,651.20,  in  1912  it  was  $178,744.78, 
and  in  1915,  $120,024.78.  The  expenses  show  almost  continual 
increases.  Maintenance  of  way  in  1909  was  $86,280.87,  in 
1913,  $86,997.14,  and  in  1916,  $99,820.72;  maintenance  of 
eqnipmmt  in  1909  was  $34,550.22,  in  1913,  $76,168.85,  in 
1916,  $63,176.69;  conducting  transportation  (salaries  of  train 
crews,  etc.)  in  1909,  $81,986.28,  in  1913,  $178,108.88,  and  in 
1915,  $141,001.50. 

As  indicated  by  exhibits  6  and  7,  the  year  1918  resulted  in 
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a  profit  of  $23;483.23,  the  year  1914^  a  loss  of  $8,282.52,  and  the 
year  1915  a  loss  of  $86,287.21,  or  a  net  loss  for  the  three  years  of 
$71,086.50.  For  the  year  1915  the  operating  revenue  was  $44,- 
678.35  less  than  the  operating  expenses.  The  company  has  n6 
bonded  indebtedness,  but  paid  interest  in  the  sum  of  $21,833.52 
on  its  unfunded  debt  of  $337,396.31  for  the  fiscal  year  1915. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  general 
officers  are  not  excessive.  This  is  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that 
these  officers  act  for  all  of  the  Spreckels  companies,  receiving  a 
part  of  their  salaries  from  each  company;  the  general  super- 
intendent, for  instance,  being  allowed  but  $300  per  annum  by 
the  San  Di^o  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company;  other  officials 
in  like  proportion. 

Exhibit  No.  10  gives  scale  of  wages  for  1912  and  1915,  show- 
ing the  increases  granted  to  employees  in  the  operating  depart- 
n^nt  for  various  classes  of  labor,  ranging  from  6 J  to  39  per  cent; 
for  example,  yard  enginemen  from  $3.75  to  $4  per  day  equals  6J 
per  cent;  passenger  firemen  from  $2.50  to  $3  per  day  equals 
20  per  cent ;  freight  brakemen  from  $2.75  to  $3.25  per  day  equals 
18  per  cent;  passenger  conductors  (steam)  from  $3.50  to  $4.25 
per  day  equals  25f  per  cent ;  freight  firemen  from  $2.50  to  $3.25 
per  day  equals  30  per  cent;  roadmaster  from  $90  to  $125  per 
months  equals  39  per  cent. 

[1]  No  attempt  will  be  made  to  discuss  all  of  the  freight  rates 
involved.  Such  a  discussion  of  individual  items  would  unneces- 
sarily lengthen  the  report.  A  careful  comparison  of  the  proposed 
commodity  rates  on  those  commodities  moving  in  sufficient  quan- 
tities to  effect  the  revenue  has  been  made  by  our  rate  department^ 
and  it  is  found  that  in  nearly  every  instance  the  proposed  rates 
are  as  low  or  lower  than  the  rates  charged  on  the  same  commodi- 
ties by  the  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  between  points 
in  southern  California  of  equal  distances.  Referring  particular- 
ly to  the  sand,  gravel,  and  crushed-rock  rates, — ^the  proposed 
rates  being  30  cents  per  ton  for  distances  under  5  miles^  40  cents 
under  10  miles,  47  cents  under  26  miles,  and  54  cents  under  46 
miles.  On  the  Santa  Fe  the  rates  on  these  commodities  to  and 
from  San  Diego  are  as  follows : 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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.Prom 

SAN  DIBGO 

to— 

Mllee 

Bate  per 
ton 

To 

SAN  DIEGO 

from 

unes 

Bate  per 
ton 

Moreoa 

6 
6 

8 

27 
6 

10.50 
.50 
.50 
.60 
.60 
.60 

Selwyn 

18 

14 

PW^f5*»  Be«^ 

T:&THn11n 

10.40 

1>f>|  M»- 

LlDda  Vista  (sand  only).. 

CanUff. 

45 

MatianalCKy 

The  same  situation  is  true  of  manure — the  highest  rate  pro- 
posed by  applicant  is  60  cents  per  ton  for  18.6  miles,  San  Di^o 
to  Santee,  while  the  rate  on  this  commodity  between  all  stations, 
30  miles  and  under,  on  the  Santa  Fe^  is  65  cents  per  ton. 

Beet  Puli>— 8.  D.  &  S.  B. 


From 

SAN  DIEGO 

to— 

Miles 

Present  rate 

per  ton,  wet  or 

dry 

Proposed  rate 
per  ton,  dry 
only  shipped 

£1  Cajon 

15.4 
18.6 
25.0 

$0.50 
.50 
.50 

$1.16 
1.15 

Santee 

Foster 

1.40 

A.  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 

Prom 
SANTA  ANA 

to— 

MOea 

Bate  per  ton 

El  Toro 

13 
17 
24 

$1.20 

Gati'van 

1.40 

1.80 

Feed  (carload)— S.  D.  &  S.  E 

.  Ry. 

SAN  DIEGO 
to- 

MUes 

Present  rate 

Proposed  rate 

Chtlla    YV!^    .-,.-,,.,,,- ,    .    r    .    T    r   T 

8.7 
11.9 

$0.85 
70 

$0.90 

Otay 

1.00 

^-"•■".7 

A. 

T.  AS. 

F. 

Ry. 

From 

SAN  DIEGO 

to- 

Miles 

Rate 

La  Drillo 

8 
13 

$0.80 

Selwyn  

1.20 

F.U.R.1916C. 
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Lumber  (carload) — 8.  D.  k  S.  E.  Ry. 


From 

MDes 

Present  rate 

Proposed  rate 

SAN  DIBGO 
to- 

Per  1.000 
feet 

Equal 
per  ton 

Per  1000 
feet 

Equal 
per  ton 

El  Oajon 

15.4 
18.6 
21.7 
25.0 

$1.00 
1.25 
1.25 
1.60 

$0.60 
.76 
.75 
.90 

$1.80 
2.00 
2.10 
2.20 

$1.08 

Santee  

1.20 

Lakeside 

1.26 

Foster 

1.32 

A.  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 


From 

SAN  DIEOO 

to- 

Miles 

Rate  per  ton 

Linda  Vista 

14 
18 
23 
27 

$1.00 

Sorrento ' 

1.20 

Del  Mar 

1.20 

Cardiff 

l.iO 

Hay  ( carload  )^S.  D.  &  S.  E.  Ry. 


To 

SAN  DIEGO 

from— 

Miles 

Present  rate 

Proposed  rate 

Otay 

11.9 
14.6 
15.8 
18.6 
21.7 
25.0 

$0.70 
.75 
1.00 
1.06 
1.10 
1.16 

$1.00 

Schnells   

1.20 

San  Ysidro 

1.20 

Santee 

1.30 

Lakeside 

1.85 

Foster ■. 

1.40 

A.  T.  &  S.  F.  Ry. 


To 

SAN  DIEOO 

from 

Miles 

Bate 

Selwyn  

13 
14 
18 
23 
27 

•      $1.20 

Linda  Vista 

1,20 

Sorrento 

1.40 

Del  Mar 

1.40 

Cardiff 

1.60 

Interveners  protested  vigorously  against  the  increases  on  sand, 
gravel,  and  rock,  and  introduced  much  testimony  and  many  ex- 
hibits. The  company  also  produced  exhibits,  and  by  the  testi- 
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mony  of  its  maiiAgiBg  directoir  reviewed  the  hidtory  of  the  rates. 
It  appears  that  prior  to  November,  1912,  the  rate  on  these  com- 
moditi^  to  San  Diego  froni  practically  all  quarries  was  50  cents 
per  ton,  the  reduction  in  November,  1912,  was  to  40  cents  per 
ton.  This  change,  as  testified  to  by  Mr.  Clayton,  was  made  as  a 
matter  of  policy  to  assist  in  the  building  up  of  San  Diego,  and 
without  careful  consideration  as  to  the  effect  it  would  have  on 
the  profits  of  the  company;  also  it  was  implied  when  the  reduc- 
tion was  made  that  same  was  to  go  to  the  consumer.  The  results 
have  not  proved  satisfactory.  The  three  principal  shipping  points 
are  Barnes,  Sweetwater  Quarry,  and  Spring  Valley.  The  old 
rates  and  the  proposed  rates  per  ton  are  as  follows: 


Prom— 

To- 

MUeB 

Prior  to 

November, 

1912 

November. 
1912 

Proposed 

Carnes 

San  Diego 

San  Diego 

San  Diego 

11.7 
13.2 
10.1 

$0.40 
.40 
.40 

$0.47 

Sweetwater  Qnarry . . 
Spring  Valley 

$0.50 
.50 

.47 
.47 

The  company  and  the  interveners  made  many  comparisons  of 
the  proposed  rates  on  rock,  etc.,  with  those  in  effect  on  the 
Southern  Pacific  Company,  Santa  Fe,*  and  Pacific  Electric  Rail- 
way, in  California,  also  in  the  states  of  Oklahoma,  Kansas, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  and  Iowa,  but  to  determine  the  reasonable- 
ness of  rates  consideration  must  be  given  to  all  the  elements  sur- 
rounding the  movement  of  traffic,  and  not  solely  to  the  rates  of 
railroads  differently  situated.  A  bassis  of  rates  entirely  reasonable 
on  the  Soutliem  Pacific  Company  or.  The  Atchison,  Topeka,  & 
Santa  Fe  Eailway  might  be  entirely  too  low  on  a  system  such  as 
the  San  Diego  &  Southeastern. 

Consideration  must  also  be  given  as  to  tvhether  or  not  the 
density  of  traffic  and  volume  of  business  in  the  territory  of  the 
San  Diego  &  Southeastern  compare  favorably  with  other  lines.  A 
comparison  of  the  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe  (carload),  for 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1915,  with  the  San  Diego  &  South- 
eastern, shows  that  the  Santa  Fe  receives  an  average  of  $2.15 
for  each  ton  of  freight  handled,  the  average  haul  being  170.9 
miles,  while  the  applicant  receives  an  average  of  .50889  per 
ton  for  an  average  distance  of  1337  miles. 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


14  CALirOBNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

Operating  Revenue  and  Expenses,  Both  Freight  and  Passenger  Trains. 


Operating  revenue 

Operating  expenses. . . . 
Net  operating  revenue  . 


A.  T.  A  8.  F. 

(carload) 
per  train  mile 


$2.36 

1.70 

.66 


8.  D.  &  8.  E. 
per  train  mile 


$0.72 

.83 
•.11 


*Les8  than  actual  operating  expenses. 

[2]  Protestants  urge  that  under  the  advanced  rates  they  can- 
not sell  their  products  at  a  profit.  If  this  is  so  it  is  manifestly 
because  of  natural  or  other  advantages  possessed  by  their  com- 
petitor; however,  it  is  a  well-established  rule,  that  commissions 
cannot  make  rates  based  solely  upon  the  needs  of  the  shipper. 

It  would  seem  that  the  proposed  rates  on  sand,  gravel,  and  rock, 
as  set  forth  in  the  application,  are  reasonable  per  se,  and  should 
be  permitted  to  go  into  effect. 

[3]  The  other  proposed  freight  rates,  both  class  and  commod- 
ity, and  the  rules  and  regulations  governing  same,  have  been  care- 
fully analyzed  in  connection  with  the  testimony  and  exhibits. 
They  have  been  compared  with  rates  on  other  lines  operating  un- 
der similar  conditions,  and.apparently  they  are  not  excessive.  It 
is,  therefore,  recommended  that  all  of  the  proposed  freight  rates 
be  permitted  to  go  into  effect^  subject  to  further  investigation 
upon  proper  complaint  that  any  individual  rate  or  set  of  rates 
is  excessive,  discriminatory,  or  unreasonable. 

Passenger  Fares. 

The  company  proposes  to  place  its  passenger  fares  on  a  uni- 
form basis,  viz.,  3  cents  per  mile  for  one-way  fares  with  a  mini- 
mum of  10  cents  on  the  steam  roads,  and  2  cents  per  mile  on  the 
electric  roads,  with  a  minimum  of  5  cents ;  the  fares  in  connection 
witii  the  electric  lines  between  San  Diego  and  outside  points  to 
be  based  on  6  cents  to  Thirty-first  street,  San  Diego,  plus  2  cents 
per  mile  from  that  point,  adding  the  odd  cents  to  make  the  next 
multiple  of  6.    The  basis  for  the  proposed  commutation  fares  is : 

1^  cents  per  mile  for  20-ride  family. 
l\  eenta  per  mile  for  60-ride  family. 
1    cent  per  mile  for  60-ride  individual. 
J  cent  per  mile  for  46- ride  children. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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This  adjustment  will  reduce  all  one-way  fares  on  the  eastern 
division  (steam),  between  San  Diego  and  Foster,  and  is  expected 
to  ftttract  traffic  which  on  account  of  the  present  rates  of  4  and  5 
cents  per  mile  is  now  moving  via  automobile  bus* 

[43  The  present  fare  between  Third  street  and  city  limits, 
both  poipjts  in  San  Diego,  is  5  cents,  which  the  applicant  seeks 
to  increase  to  10  cents.  A  witness  testified  that  the  5-cent  fare 
had  been  in  effect  since  1887,  and  it  is  shown  in  the  first  tariff 
filed  with  this  Commission,  effective  December  28,  1908.  Sec- 
tion 27  cf  the  Public  Utilities  act  provides  that  not  more  than  5 
oeoits  shall  be  charged  within  the  corporate  limits  of  any  city 
unless  justified.  It  is  not  found  that  any  justification  has  been 
shown  for  a  change  in  this  rate,  and,  following  previous  decisions, 
it  is  recommended  that  authority  to  make  this  increase  be  denied. 

The  fares  on  the  electric  line  between  San  Diego — city  limits 
and  all  stations  as  far  as  Chula  Vista,  if  the  application  were 
granted,  would  be  increased  by  5  cents,  except  at  National  City, 
where  the  increase  proposed  is  from  5  to  15  cents,  at  Sweetwater 
Junction  from  10  to  20  cents,  and  at  Chula  Vista,  Third  street, 
from  15  to  25  cents.  Between  intermediate  points  there  will  be 
increases  and  decreases.  The  commutation  fares  will  be  some- 
what increased.  Testimony  opposing  the  increases  in  fares  was 
introduced  by  counsel  representing  National  City,  Shula  Vista, 
and  the  territory  in  San  Diego  located  between  Thirty-first  street 
and  city  limits. 

A  situation  is  presented  extremely  difficult  of  solution.  The 
San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  system  is  composed  of  seven 
lines,  which  were  formerly  independent,  which  were  purchased 
by  Spreckels  Brothers,  in  1912,  and  consolidated,  now  forming 
the  system  of  the  applicant. 

The  exhibits  and  the  sworn  testimony  of  witnesses  for  appli- 
cant show  that  the  earnings  of  the  road  for  the  year  1915  do  not 
equal  operating  expenses  by  something  over  $64,000,  and  that 
the  interest  on  the  unfunded  debt  is  about  $22,000,  making  a 
total  deficit  of  $86,000  for  the  year. 

[5]  Applicant,  as  previously  stated,  does  not  ask  for  any  re- 
turns upon  the  investment,  but  only  for  operating  expenses  and 
interest  on  the  unfunded  debt.  The  increases  asked  in  the  freight 
rates  have  been  most  carefully  considered  by  the  Commission, 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


^  CALUrOKNIA  RAII4ROAD  jPOiPdSSION. 

and  have  been  fonnd  to  be  reasonable.  Such  inereasefi  in  the 
freight  rates  will  aggregate  approximately  $14,000  per  annum^ 
still  leaving  a  deficit  in  net  revenue  and  interest  on  unfunded 
debt  of  $72,000  per  annum,  which  applicant  asks  be  made  up  by 
increafles  in  passenger  rates.  The  one-way  passenger  rates  on 
the  line  from  San  Diego  to  Foster  are  at  present  on  a  4  and  5 
cents  per  mile  basis,  and  applicant  believes  that  some  reduction 
in  these  rates,  or,  in  other  words,  putting  them  upon  a  3-eent  per 
mile  basis  will  result  in  such  increased  travel  as  to  bring  larger 
net  returns.  The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  such  will 
probably  be  the  result,  and  approves  the  schedule  of  passenger 
rates  asked  for  on  the  line  to  Foster,  and  also  the  changes  pro* 
posed  in  the  commutation  rates  on  that  line,  some  of  which  will 
result  in  slight  advances. 

Practically  the  only  part  of  the  system  left,  from  which  to 
realize  the  remainder  of  the  deficit  amounting  to  $72,000,  is  the 
line  from  San  Diego  to  Otay  and  to  Tia  Juatla,  passing  tlirough 
National  City,  Sweetwater  Junction,  and  Chula  Vista. 

[6]  The  testimony  at  the  hearing  developed  the  fact  that  in 
January,  1909,  the  city  of  National  City  granted  to  the  San 
Diego  Southern  Railroad,  the  predecessor  of  applicant,  a  fran- 
chise to  maintain  a  railway  through  the  city.  It  was  orally  agreed 
between  the  board  of  trustees  and  the  railroad  that  within  five 
years  from  the  date  of  the  franchise  there  would  be  established 
a  fare  of  6  cents  between  National  City  and  San  Diego.  In 
October,  1912,  the  trustees  of  National  City  requested  that  the 
5  cent  fare  be  put  into  effect,  and  after  a  conference  and  s<mie 
correspondence  the  rate  was  reduced  from  10  to  5  cents,  effective 
January  1,  1913,  This  change  voluntarily  made  has  not  proved 
a  success,  the  company  alleging  that  the  loss  in  revenue  amounts 
to  approximately  $10,000  per  annum.  Applicant  now  requests 
that  it  be  permitted  to  limit  the  5-cent  fare  to  Thirty-first  street 
in  San  Diego,  charge  10  cents  to  city  limits,  10  cents  to  Eighth 
street  in  National  City,  and  15  cents  to  Twenty-fourth  street  in 
National  City.  These  increases  asked  over  present  rates  amount 
to  from  100  to  200  per  cent 

The  Commission  feels  very  deeply  the  obligation  resting  upon 
it  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  residents  along  this  line,  many 
of  whom  have  doubtless  been  lead  to  settle  there  by  reason  of 
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the  promise  made  by  applicant  as  to  the  fares  they  would  be  re- 
quired to  pay,  but  it  is  equally  true  Aat  the  ComimsBion  is  under 
obligation  to  consider  that  applicant  cannot  be  expected  to  con- 
tinue to  serve  the  public  at  rates  which  return  far  l^ss  than  op- 
erating expenses.  The  situation  must  be  viewed  fron\  all  of  its 
different  aspects,  and  a  decision  arrived  at  which,  while  perhaps 
satisfactory  to  none,  will  as  nearly  as  possible  represent  the  equi- 
ties of  the  situation.  In  viewing  the  matter  in  this  way  the 
Commission  has  not  been  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  the  operat- 
ing expenses  of  this  system  have  increased  largely  under  the 
present  management,  but  as  the  result  of  such  increase  in  operat- 
ing expense  a  greatly  improved  service  has  been  given. 

[7]  It  might  be  that  by  operating  this  system  as  it  was  form- 
erly operated,  running  less  comfortable  trains  and  cars  with  less 
frequency,  some  of  the  increases  in  passenger  rates  herein  grant- 
ed could  be  avoided,  but  on  that  point  the  Commission  is  inclined 
to  believe  that  if  the  choice  were  left  to  the  people  who  reside 
along  and  patronize  this  line,  either  to  return  to  the  old  service 
and  accommodations  and  retain  the  fare  of  5  cents,  or  keep  the 
present  service  and  pay  a  fare  of  10  cents,  they  would  prefer  the 
frequent  trains  and  better  service.  If  upon  further  considera- 
tion, however,  the  people  of  these  towns  are  inclined  to  think  dif- 
ferently, the  Commission  will  be  glad,  upon  an  application  for 
rehearing,  to  further  consider  this  question.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  but  two  of  the  original  units  of  this  system  ever 
paid  a  dividend,  and  the  testimony  at  the  hearing  dbowed  that 
the  amount  paid  in  such  dividends  should  have  been  properly 
expended  in  maintenance  (see  transcript,  hearing  of  September 
2,  1915,  page  26),  which  would  indicate  that  a  return  to  the  old 
abbreviated  and  unsatisfactory  service  might  not  result  in  appli- 
cant's earning  operating  expenses. 

The  Commission  cannot  see  its  way  clear  to  grant  applicant 
all  that  it  prays  for  at  this  time. 

[8]  The  ownership  of  the  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway 
Company  rests  with  people  who  have  very  large  interests  in  and 
about  San  Diego.  The  value  of  those  interests,  it  will  readily  be 
granted,  depends  very  largely  upon  the  prosperity  of  the  city  of 
San  Diego,  and  that,  in  turn,  depends  upon  the  prosperity  of  the 
surrounding  country.    San  Diego  and  territory  contiguous  there- 
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to,  in  common  with  all  other  sections  of  the  Pacific  coast  and 
indeed  of  the  whole  United  States,  has  suffered  in  the  past  year 
or  two  hy  the  general  depression  for  which  neither  the  public  nor 
the  public  utilities  which  serve  it  are  responsible.  In  justice 
and  equity  all  should  bear  a  share  of  the  burden  caused  by  the 
general  business  depression.  In  addition  to  this  the  freeze  of 
January,  1913,  which  so  injured  the  lemon  trees  as  to  largely 
reduce  that  crop,  has  affected  not  only  the  prosperity  of  the 
people,  but  the  freight  and  passenger  revenues  of  applicant  No 
one  will  deny  that  all  should  help  to  bear  a  loss  like  this,  result- 
ing from  the  act  of  God. 

[9]  Still  another  reason  which  may  be  given  to  justify  the 
Commission  in  believing  that  applicant  herein  should  bear  its 
share  of  the  loss  incidental  to  its  operation  is  that  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  transportation  in  and  around  San  Diego  is  owned  by  the 
same  interests  that  own  the  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway, 
and  a  loss  on  one  line  is  frequently  a  gain  to  another  line.  Fur- 
thermore, if  the  situation  were  new  to-day,  that  is,  if  no  lines  of 
transportation  existed  in  San  Diego,  it  would  be  extremely 
doubtful  if  applicant,  or  anyone  seeking  to  engage  in  serving 
the  public,  would  build  such  lines  as  they  now  exist,  and,  while  it 
may  be  said  that  applicant  did  not  build  them  but  purchased 
them  in  their  present  arrangement,  it  is  nevertheless  true  that 
applicant  made  such  purchase  knowing  the  situation  as  it  is,  and 
is  therefore  as  responsible  for  the  duplication  of  facilities  and  for 
the  ownership  of  noncompensatory  lines  as  though  it  had  built 
them. 

[10]  The  Commission  has  given  careful  consideration  to  the 
possibility  of  discontinuing  operating  of  any  portion  of  this  sys- 
tem, with  a  consequent  saving  in  operating  expenses,  but  the 
only  part  of  the  system  which  could  be  so  treated  is  the  line  from 
Coronado  Junction  to  Coronado,  of  which  line  can  be  expected 
but  little  business  in  the  future  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  move- 
ment of  rock,  sand,  and  other  material  for  building  streets  in 
Coronado  is  practically  completed,  but  the  testimony  shows  that 
the  operation  over  this  line,  at  the  present  time,  is  intermittent, 
— a  train  being  run  only  when  it  is  necessary,  and  that  the  up- 
keep is  very  small,  so  that  practically  but  little  saving  could  be 
made  by  its  abandonment 
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[11]  It  is,  perhaps,  elementary  to  say  that  if  the  territory 
through  ^hich  a  road  runs  produces  but  little  traffic,  it  stands  to 
reason  that  that  road  must  charge  rates  high  enough  to  support  it, 
otherwise  it  will  go  out  of  existence.  This  statement,  however,  is 
qualified  by  the  recognized  truth  that  the  patrons  of  public  utili- 
ties^ because  of  the  small  amount  of  business  they  are  able  to 
offer  the  company,  may  be  absolutely  imable  to  pay  such  rates  as 
would  return  to  the  company  even  operating  expenses,  to  say 
nothing  of  returns  upon  the  investment.  The  circumstances  sur- 
roundiug  each  case  must  be  carefully  considered  and  final  judg- 
ment based  upon  the  facts  presaited  in  each  case.  If,  as  shown 
by  the  record  in  this  case,  it  appears  that  the  revenues  of  the 
utility  have  been  larger  in  the  past  and  may  be  expected  to  be 
larger  in  the  future,  such  utility  may  well  be  expected  to  share 
with  its  patrons  the  results  of  the  present  depressed  condition. 
This  principle  is  announced  by  Commissioner  Tbelen  of  this 
Commission  in  the  case  of  Kogers  v.  Sacramento  Valley  West 
Side  Canal  Co.  Case  No.  597,  and  in  Sacramento  Valley  Realty 
Co.  versus  same  defendants  as  above.  Case  If  a  673.  I  quote  the 
principle  as  laid  down  by  Commissioner  Thelen  and  his  citations 
in  support  thereof: 

"Another  element  which  must  be  taken  into  account  in  estab- 
lishing tlie  rates  in  this  case  is  the  ability  of  the  consumer  to 
pay.  It  is  a  well-established  principle  of  public-utility  regula- 
tion that  whatever  rates  might  be  secured  from  the  application  of 
the  usual  principles  of  valuation,  a  public  utility  can  in  no  event 
charge  a  rate  which  is  beyond  the  reasonability  of  its  consumers 
to  pay.  The  rates  must  be  reasonable  to  the  utility,  but  they 
must,  in  any  event,  be  reasonable  to  the  public. 

"In  Covington  &  L.  Tump.  Eoad  Co.  v.  Sandford,  164  U.  S. 
578,  41  L.  ed.  560,  17  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  198,  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  was  considering  the  reasonableness  of  maxi- 
mum rates  to  be  charged  by  the  Covington  &  Lexington  Turnpike 
Koad,  as  established  by  the  general  assembly  of  Kentucky.  At 
page  596,  Justice  Harlan  says: 

"  *The  public  cannot  properly  be  subjected  to  unreasonable 
rates  in  order  simply  that  stockholders  may  earn  dividends.' 

"Again  on  the  same  page: 

''  nf  a  corporation  cannot  maintain  such  a  highway  and  earn 
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dividends  for  stockholders,  it  is  a  misfortnne  for  it  aiid  them^ 
which  the  Constitution  does  not  require  to  be  remedied  by  im- 
posing unjust  burdens  upon  the  public' 

''In  the  leading  case  of  Smyli  v.  Ames,  169  U.  S.  400,  42 
L.  ed.  819,  18  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  418,  the  same  learned  justice^  at 
page  547,  says: 

"  'What  the  company  is  entitled  to  ask  is  a  fair  return  upon 
the  value  of  that  which  it  employs  for  the  public  convenience. 
On  the  other  hand,  what  the  public  is  entitled  to  demand  i« 
that  no  more  be  exacted  from  it  for  the  use  of  a  public  highway 
than  the  services  rendered  by  it  are  reasonably  worth.' 

**These  cases  clearly  established  the  principle  that  the  rates  to 
be  charged  by  a  public  utility  must  in  no  event  be  higher  than  the 
service  is  reasonably  worth  to  the  public.  It  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  point  out  that  they  do  not  hold  that  the  utility  can  charge 
up  to  the  maximum  of  what  the  consumer  can  pay." 

The  Commission  accepts  with  regret  the  necessity  for  approv- 
ing an  advance  in  the  fare  to  National  City,  in  view  of  the  di- 
rect promise  of  applicant  to  make  that  fare  6  cents,  but  is  forced 
to  the  conclusion  that  a  careful  analysis  of  all  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  situation  will  justify  the  decision  reached  herein. 

The  findings  and  order  will  be  made  without  prejudice  to 
further  investigation  by  this  Commission  as  to  reasonableness  of 
rates  and  fares  approved  herein  after  the  results  are  known. 

As  before  stated,  the  Conmiission  cannot  see  its  way  clear  to 
grant  all  that  applicant  asks,  but  feels  that  the  equities  of  the 
situation  demand  that  authorization  be  given  to  increase  the 
freight  rates,  also  the  passenger  fares,  with  the  exception  that  the 
passenger  fares  based  on  2  cents  per  mile  from  city  limits  station 
instead  of  Thirty-first  street,  San  Diego.  This  will  result,  as 
before  stated,  in  an  increase  in  applicant's  earnings  on  freight 
traffic  of  $14,000,  and  on  passenger  traffic  of  $32,000,  or  a  total 
of  $46,000,  still  leaving  $40,000  of  the  deficit  in  earnings  to  be 
borne  by  applicant.  In  view  of  the  fact,  however,  that  the  lemon 
crop  will  nearly  approach  a  normal  condition  in  1916 ;  that  the 
competition  from  jitneys  will  probably  be  reduced  by  the  regu- 
lations now  imposed  upon  them  by  ordinance,  and  the  further 
and  more  important  fact  that  indications  now  point  to  an  im- 
provement in  general  conditions  all  over  the  country,  the  Com- 
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mission  believes  that  that  part  of  the  deficit  which  it  is  now 
deciding  must  be  borne  hg  applicant  will  be  greatly  reduced,  if 
not  entirely  wiped  out. 

[12]  In  case  Nd.  848,  liie  city  of  Chula  Vista  applied  for 
reductions  in  the  single  fares  and  in  the  commutation  fares,  also 
for  an  improved  train  service.  The  testimony  introduced  does 
not  sustain  the  case.  Under  the  present  conditions,  with  the 
company  earning  less  than  its  operating  expenses,  it  is  obvious 
that  the  fares  should  not  be  reduced.  The  contention  that  the 
service  is  inadequate  has  not  been  sustained  by  the  evidence,, 
neither  is  it  proved  that  cars  are  overcrowded  except  on  occa- 
sional trips  during  the  rush  hours  of  the  day,  and  this  is  a  con- 
dition existing  on  all  roads  operating  in  large  cities  for  which 
satisfactory  remedi^  have  not  in  all  cases  been  devised.  I  rec- 
ommend that  case  No.  843  be  dismissed. 

I  submit  the  following  form  of  order: 

ORDER. 

The  San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company  having  filed 
its  application  No.  1752  for  authority  to  increase  certain  class 
and  commodity  freight  rates,  and  to  increase  passenger  fares,  also 
to  change  the  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  same;  and  the 
city  of  Chula  Vista  having  filed  its  complainant  in  case  No. 
843,  and  by  agreement  these  cases  having  been  combined,  and  a 
hearing  thereon  having  been  held,  and  being  fully  appraised  in 
the  premises, 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  application  No.  1752  be  and  the  same 
is  hereby  granted,  with  the  exception  that  the  one-way  passenger 
fare  between  San  Diego,  Third  street,  and  city  limits,  shall  re- 
main at  5  cents,  and  that  the  one-way  passenger  ioxm  to  other 
points  on  the  Southern  Division  shall  base  2  cents  per  mile  for 
electric  road  mileage  and  3  cents  per  mile  for  steam  road  mile- 
age over  city  limits  instead  of  over  Thirty-first  street,  San  Diego. 

It  is  further  orderisd  that  case.  No.  843,  city  of  Chula  Vista,  be 
dismissed.' 

The  foregoing  opinion  and  order  are  hereby  approved  and 
ordered  filed  as  the  opinion  and  order  of  the  Bailroad  Clox^mis- 
sion  of  the  State  of  California.. 
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OKLAHOMA  GIN  COMPANY 

V, 

STATE  OP  OKLAHOMA. 

[No.  7022.] 
(—  Okla.  — ,  —  Pac.  — .) 

Boies'^ Juri8dieticn  of  Commission ^^ SttUutory  potoers, 

1.  Section  13  of  the  act  approved  June  10,  1908,  vested  the  Cor- 
poration Commission  with  jurisdiction  to  prescribe  rates  and  charges 
under  the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  act,  and  the  same  was  expressed 
in  its  title,  the  same  being  referable  and  cognate  thereto. 

Constitutional  law  —  Deleffation  of  pourers  —  Fixino  of  rates,' 

2.  The  power  thus  delegated  by  the  legislature  to  the  Corporation 
Commission  is  not  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution,  article  4,  {  1,  and 
was  delegated  pursuant  to  Constitution,  article  9,  {  18. 

Bates '^  Factors  to  he  considered -^  Value  of  service, 

3.  In  fixing  the  rates  and  charges  complained  of,  the  sole  question 
before  the  Commission  was  whether  the  charge  was  a  reasonable  exac- 
tion to  be  paid  by  the  individual  dealing  with  the  company,  considering 
the  service  to  be  rendered  by  the  company.  With  the  question  whether 
or  not  the  rate  when  applied  to  all  the  gins  concerned  would  yield  suffi- 
cient revenue  to  pay  the  operating  expenses  and  keep  all  of  them  nm- 
ning  for  any  length  of  time,  the  Commission  had  no  concern,  and  hence 
the  effect  of  an  admission  by  the  Corporation  CommiBsion,  in  a  proceed- 
ing for  contempt  against  one  company  whose  rates  and  charges  had 
been  fixed,  for  violating  the  order,  that  such  it  would  not,  is  nU. 

Evidentse -^  Burden  of  proof -^  Commission  orders '^  Ginning  cotton, 

4.  Evidence  examined,  and  held,  that  the  prima  facie  presumption 
attending  the  order  of  the  Commission  fixing  the  minimum  charge  for 
ginning  cotton  at  C.  at  50  cents  per  hundred  for  lint  cotton,  with 
maximum  charge  of  $2.50  a  bale,  and  fixing  the  charge  of  bs^ging  and 
ties  at  approximately  %1  per  bale,  has  not  been  overcome. 

[March  14,  1916.] 

(Syllabus  by  the  Coubt.) 

From  orders  of  the  Oklahoma  Corporation  Commission  ad- 
judging the  Oklahoma  Gin  Company  in  contempt  for  violation 
of  previous  orders  ^f  the  Commission,  the  defendant  appeals; 
affirmed. 

Appearances:  Ames,  Chambers,  Lowe,  &  Richardson  for  ap- 
pellant ;  S.  P.  Freeling,  Attorney  General,  for  the  state. 
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Turner,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  oourt: 
Upon  a  hearing  of  three  s^arate  complaints  in  canses  Nos. 
1976-77,  and  -78,  made  before  the  Corporation  Coomiiasioaiy 
chaiging  that  appellant  and  certain  other  ginning  companies 
operating  at  Chandler  had  formed  an  unlawful  combination  in 
restraint  of  trade  by  fixing  a  certain  price  for  ginning  cotton  in 
violation  of  an  act  entitled,  ^^An  Act  To  Define  a  Trust,  Monopo- 
ly, Unlawful  Combination  in  Bestraint  of  Trade;  To  Provide 
Civil  and  Criminal  Penalties  and  Punishment  for  Violation 
Thereof  and  Damages  Thereby  Caused;  To  B^gulate  Such  Trusts 
and  Monopolies ;  To  Promote  Free  Competition  for  All  Classes 
of  Business  in  This  State;  and  Declaring  an  Emergency''  (ap- 
proved June  10,  1908,  Sess.  Laws  1907-8,  p.  750),— the  Com- 
mission, present  all  parties  in  interest,  on  October  17, 1913,  made 
and  entered  order  No*  759,  fixing  the  minimum  charge  for  gin- 
ning cotton  at  Chandler  at  50  cents  per  100  pounds  of  lint  cot- 
ton, with  a  majcimum  ohatge  of  $2.50  per  bale,  also  fibcing  the 
charge  for  bagging  and  ties  at  approximately  $1  per  bale.  On 
February  26th,  1914,  three  separate  complaints  were  filed  with 
the  Commission  against  the  appellant,  Oklahoma  Gin  Company, 
which  operated  a  round-bale  gin  at  Chandler,  charging  it  with 
three  separate  violations  of  said  order;  to  which  appellant  an- 
swered admitting  violating  the  order,  but  alleging  the  same  to  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  and  void  for  certain  reasons  therein  set 
forth.  By  consent  of  parties  the  Aree  complaints  were  con- 
solidated and  tried  together  as  one  case, — ^at  the  conclusion  of 
which  the  Commission  made  and  entered  three  orders  adjudg- 
ing appellant  guilty  of  all  three  charges,  and  fining  it  $500  in 
each  case.  In  each  case  appellant  filed  exceptions,  and,  after 
motion  for  now  trial  filed  and  also  overruled,  brings  each  case 
here,  pursuant  to  C<mip.  Laws  1909,  §  1239  (Sess  Laws,  1907-8, 
p.  280),  where  all  were  consolidated  on  cause  Ka  7022. 

[1]  Assailing  the  validity  of  the  order  it  is  contended  that 
§  13  of  said  act  vests  no  jurisdiction  in  the  Corporation  Commis- 
sion, and,  if  it  does,  that  the  same  is  not  embraced  within  the 
title  of  the  act,  and  hence  in  violation  of  article  5,  §  57,  of  the 
Constitution,  and  void.  Section  18  reads:  ^^henever  any 
business,  by  reason  of  its  nature,  extent,  or  the  exist^ice  of  a 
virtual  monopoly  therein,  is  such  tiiat  the  public  must  use  the 
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same,  or  its  services,  or  the  consideration  by  it  given  or  tiEQcen 
or  offered,  or  the  commodities  bought  or  sold  therein  axe  offered 
,or  taken  by  purchase  or  sale  in  such  a  manner  as  to  make  it  of 
publie  consequence,  or  to  affect  the  community  at  lai^e  as  to 
supply,  demand,  or  price  or  rate  thereof,  or  said  business  is  oour 
ducted  in  violation  of  the  first  section  of  this  act,  said  business 
is  a  public  business,  and  subject  to  be  controlled  by  the  state, 
by  the  Corporation  Commission,  or  by  an  action  in  any  district 
court  of  the  state,  as  to  all  of  its  practices,  prices,  rates,  and 
charges.  And  it  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  duty  of  any  per- 
son, firm,  or  corporation  engaged  in  any  public  business  to  render 
its  services  and  offer  its  commodities,  or  either,  upon  reasonable 
terms,  without  discrimination,  and  adequately  to  the  needs  of 
the  public,  considering  the  facilities  of  said  business/' 

Not  so.  When  the  legislature  by  §  1  of  the  act  denounced 
every  act,  agreement,  contract,  or  combination,  in  whatsoever 
form  and  every  conspiracy  in  restraint  of  trade  within  the  state 
as  illegal,  and  in  §  13  provided,  among  other  things,  that 
"Whenever  any  business  (within  the  state)  .  .  •  is  such 
that  the  public  must  use  the  same,  or  its  services,  ..  •  •  or 
(whenever)  the  commodities  bought  or  sold  therein  are  offered  or 
taken  by  purchase  or  sale  in  such  a  matter  as  to  make  it  of  public 
consequence,  or  (in  such  maimer  as)  to  affect  the  community 
at  large  as  to  supply,  demand,  or  price  or  rate  thereof,  or  (and) 
said  business  is  conducted  in  violation  of  the  first  section  of 
this  act,  said  bu^siness  is  a  public  business  and  (is)  subject  to 
be  controlled,  ...  by  the  Corporation  Commission,'' — ^it 
meant  that  whenever  a  business,  although  organized,  it  may  be, 
for  the  purpose  of  private  gain,  has  placed  its  property  in  such  a 
position  that  the  public  has  become  interested  in  its  use,  and 
such  business  is  conducted  In  violation  of  §  1  of  the  act,  u  e., 
governed  by  a  trust,  monopoly,  or  combination,  or  conspiracy 
in  restraint  of  trade,  the  same  was,  by  the  act,  declaim  to  be 
a  public  business,  and  made  subject  to  the  control  of  the  Corpo- 
ration Commission.  Speaking  to  said  section,  in  Shawnee  Gas 
&  E.  Co.  V.  Corporation  Commission,  36  Okla.  454,  130  Pac 
127,  quoting  approvingly  from  an  unpublished  opinion  of  Hayes, 
J.,  we  said:  "This  section  provides  that  whenever  a  business 
shall  have  certain  characteristics,  it  shall  be  a  public  business  and 
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shall  be  subject  to  the  jtirisdiction  of  the  Corporatiozi  Commis- 
a<m  to  i^gnlate  its  practices,  rfttes,  and  prices;  but  it  does  not 
provide  that  all  public  business  shall  be  subject  in  these  respects 
to  such  jurisdiction.  •  •  •  The  first  part  of  said  section  at- 
tempts  to  define  the  class  of  business  which  the  latter  part  of  the 
section  subjects  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Corporaticm  Oonunis- 
sion  and  the  district  courts.  It  appears  to  us  clear  that  what  was 
intended  was  to  bring  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
the  regulation  of  charges  and  rates  for  services  connected  with 
those  bufidnesses  that  violate  the  acts  and  are  connected,  not  with 
basiness  strictly  of  a  public  character,  such  as  common  carriage, 
supply  of  water  and  gas,  but  with  that  class  of  business  in  which 
the  owners,  without  any  intent  of  public  service,  have  placed 
their  property  in  sudi  a  position  that  the  public  has  an  interest  in 
its  use.  The  distinetion  between  th0  class  of  business  and  its 
services  intended  to  be  defined  by  and  inchided  in  said  section, 
and  the  business  and  service  of  public  corporations,  is,  we  think, 
well  made  by  Mr.  Justice  Brewer,  who  delivered  the  opinion  of 
the  court  in  Getting  v.  Kansas  City  Stock  Yards  Go.  (Getting  v. 
Godard)  183  U.  S.  Y9,  46  L.  ed.  92,  22  Sup.  Gt  Bep.  80,  in 
the  following  language:  *In  the  one  [referring  to  property 
devoted  to  public  service]  the  owner  has  intentionally  devoted  his 
property  to  the  discharge  of  a  public  service.  In  the  other  he 
has  placed  his  property  in  such  a  position  that,  willingly  or  un- 
willingly, the  public  has  acquired  an  interest  in  its  use.  In  the 
one  he  deliberately  undertakes  to  do  that  which  is  proper  woA 
for  the  state.  In  the  other,  in  pursuit  of  merely  private  gain,  he 
has  placed  his  property  in  such  a  position  that  the  public  has 
become  interested  in  its  use.  In  the  one  it  may  be  said  that  he 
voluntarily  accepts  all  the  conditions  of  public  service  which 
attach  to  like  service  performed  by  lie  state  itself ;  in  the  other, 
that  he  submits  to  only  those  necessary  interferences  and  regula- 
tions which  the  public  interests  require.^  It  was  this  second  class 
of  business  with  which  we  think  §  13  was  dealing,  and  intended 
to  place  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Corporation  Commission 
and  the  district  courts  of  the  state  as  to  all  practices,  rates,  and 
charges.  .  .  •  The  act  confers  not  only  upon  the  Corpora- 
tion Commission  jurisdiction  to  prescribe  rates  and  charges  un- 
der the  conditions  therein  named,  but  confers  also  a  like  and 
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concurrent  power  upon  the  district  courts  of  the  state."  And 
the  jurisdiction  thus  vested  was' embraced  in  the  title  of  the  act 
The  act  was  one  ^^defining  a  trusty  unlawful  combination  in  re- 
straint of  trade,  monopoly/^  and  .one  ^to  regulate  such  trusts 
and  monopolies."  Hingle  v.  State,  24  Ind.  28,  involved  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  14th  section  of  the  liquor  law  of  1859,  which 
attempts  to  confer  jurisdiction  of  cases  prosecuted  for  the  vio- 
lation of  the  act  both  upon  the  common  pleas  and  tiie  circuit 
courts  of  the  state.  There,  as  here,  the  objection  was  made  that 
such  vesting  of  jurisdiction  was  not  embraced  in  the  title  of 
the  act  contrary  to  constitutional  provision,  substantially  the 
same  as  here.  In  answer  to  the  contention  the  court  said :  ^^Is 
the  insertion  in  an  act  to  r^ulate  the  liquor  traffic,  of  a  section 
conferring  upon  particular  courts  jurisdiction  of  cases  prosecuted 
for  its  violation,  within  any  of  the  mischiefs  intended  to  be  pre- 
vented ?  This  question  can  be  answered  only  in  the  negative,  and 
such  an  answer  conclusively  disposes  of  this  constitutional  ob- 
jection." 

See  also  Ileams  v.  State,  23  Ind.  Ill ;  Thomasson  v.  State,  15 
Ind.  449. 

We  are  therefore  of  opinion  that  that  part  of  §  13  of  the  act 
which  vests  jurisdiction  in  the  Corporation  Commission,  in  the 
language  of  this  court  in  Leedy  v.  Brown,  27  Okla.  489,  113 
Pac.  177,  "is  referable  and  cognate  to  the  subject  expressed  in 
its  title,  going  to  make  up  a  complete  enactment  or  resulting  or 
a  complement  of  the  main  thought  therein  contained." 

[2]  It  is  next  urged  that  if  said  section  is  construed  as  a  grant 
of  power,  then  the  power  thus  del^ated  to  the  Corporation  Com- 
mission is  legislative,  and  hence  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution^ 
article  4,  §  1.  It  is  contended  that  if  said  section  gives  the 
Commission  power  to  determine  whether,  a  particular  business 
not  theretofore  controlled  by  the  state  can  thenceforth  be  conr- 
trolled  by  it,  then  such  "is  a  delegation  of  legislative  power  of  a 
character  not  delegable"  under  the  Constitution. 

It  is  not  argument  against  the  constitutionality  of  the  act  that 
it  delegates  to  the  Commission  l^slative  power,  for  the  reason 
that  while  article  4,  §  1,  provides:  "The  powers  of  the. govern- 
ment of  the  state  of  Oklahoma  shall  be  divided  into  three  sepa^ 
rate  departments:    The  legislative,  executive,  and  judicial ;  and 
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except  as  provided  in  this  ConBtitation,  the  legislative^  executive, 
and  judicial  departments  of  government  shall  be  separate  and  dis- 
tinct, and  neither  shall  exercise  the  powers  properly  belonging  to 
^ther  of  the  others/'  The  Constitution  in  establishing  the  Com- 
mission itself  otherwise  provided,  as  held  in  St  Louis  &  S.  F.  R. 
Co.  V.  Williams,  25  Okla.  where  at  page  665,  107  Pac  428,  we 
said:  ^'The  Corporation  Commission,  by  virtue  of  the  provisions 
of  article  9  of  the  Constitution,  is  invested  with  extraordinary 
powers,  being  authorized  to  exercise  not  only  legislative,  but 
also  executive,  administrative,  and  judicial  powers.'' 

The  supreme  court  of  Virginia,  in  Winchester  &  S.  B.  Co. 
V.  Com.  106  Va.  264,  55  S.  £.  692,  construing  an  identical 
provision,  said:  "This  court  has  recognized  the  validity  of  the 
State  Corporation  Commission  as  a  legally  constituted  tribunal 
of  the  state,  clothed  with  legislative,  judicial,  and  executive  pow- 
ers. Atlantic  Coast  line  R.  Co.  v.  Com.  102  Va.  599,  46  S.  E. 
911 ;  Norfolk  &  P.  Belt  Line  R.  Co.  v.  Com.  103  Va.  294,  49  S. 
£.  39.  In  the  last-named  case,  at  page  295,  it  is  said:  'The 
State  Corporation  Commission,  created  by  constitutional  au- 
thority, is  the  instrumentality  through  which  the  state  exercises 
its  governmental  power  for  the  regulation  and  control  of  public 
service  corporations.  For  that  purpose  it  has  been  clothed  with 
legislative^  judicial,  and  executive  powers.'  The  concentration 
of  these  three  powers  of  government  in  the  Corporation  Commis- 
sion is  not  in  contravention  of  the  Bill  of  Bights.  That  declara- 
tion is  a  part  of  the  Constitution,  which  expressly  provides  that 
'except  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  legislative,  executive,  and 
judicial  departments  shall  be  separate  and  distinct,'  thereby  rec* 
ogcdzing  the  well-accepted  view  that  the  administration  of  the 
government  would  be  wholly  impracticable  if  that  general  maxim 
were  strictly,  literally,  and  unyieldingly  applied  in  every  possible 
situation." 

But  let  this  be  a  del^ation  by  the  legislature  to  the  Commis- 
sion of  whatsoever  kind  of  power  it  may,  the  same  is  expressly 
authorized.  Constitution,  art.  9,  §  18,  provides:  ''The  Com- 
mission shall  have  the  power  and  authority  and  be  charged  with 
the  duty  of  supervising,  regulating,  and  controlling  all  trans- 
portation and  transmission  companies  doing  business  in  this 
state,  in  all  matters  relating  to  the  performance  of  their  public 
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duties  aud  their  charges  therefor,  •  •  •  and  to  that  end 
shall,  from  time  to  time,  prescribe  and  enforce  against  such 
companies    •    •    •     such  rates,  charges,  etc" 

Xow,  while  the  company  in  question  is  neither  a  transmission 
nor  transportation  company,  from  this  del^ation  of  power  we 
catch  the  idea  of  what  power  is  intended  to  be  delegated  by  later 
constitutional  provisions  invoked  or  applicable  to  the  company  in 
question.  In  the  large,  this  is  a  delegation  of  power  to  the  Com- 
mission, if,  as  properly  raised  in  a  proper  case  before,  to  hear  and 
determine  the  question  of  whether  or  not  the  company  whose  rates 
and  charges  are  the  subject  of  inquiry  is  a  transportation  or 
transmission  company;  this  is  a  delegation  of  judicial  power. 
When  that  question  is  determined  in  the  affirmative  by  the  Com- 
mission as  a  result  of  a  hearing  before  it,  the  matter  of  fixing  the 
rates  or  charges  for  that  company  by  the  Commission  is  an  exer- 
cise of  legislative  power.  And  so  where,  in  the  next  section,  the 
Constitution,  after  clothing  the  Commission,  in  all  matters  per- 
taining to  the  control  of  corporations  within  the  state,  with  the 
power  of  a  court  of  record,  and  further  providing  that  "the  Com- 
mission may  be  vested  with  such  additional  powers  and  charged 
with  such  other  duties  (not  inconsistent  with  this  Constitution) 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  law  in  connection  with  the  .  .  . 
control  of  corporations,*'  it  means  that  the  legislature  was  author- 
ized to  designate  corporations  other  than  transportation  and 
transmission  companies,  and  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com- 
mission over  them  also,  in  all  matters  pertaining  to  the  regula- 
tion of  their  rates,  charges,  etc  And  which  the  legislature  did 
by  §  18,  supra,  by  prescribing  by  law,  in  effect,  that  whenever 
any  corporation  places  its  business  in  such  a  position  that  the 
public  acquires  an  interest  in  its  use,  and  then  enters  into  a  com- 
bination in  restraint  of  trade,  the  Commission  is  vested  with 
judicial  power  to  hear  and  determine  whether  such  is  true;  and, 
if  so,  to  exercise  l^islative  power,  and  proceed  and  fix  its  rates 
and  charges,  as  in  the  case  of  transportation  and  transmission 
companies.  Such  was  the  allegata  on  which  the  violated  order 
is  based.  Turning  to  the  complaints  resulting  in  that  order,  we 
find  the  charge  to  be:  "That  the  respective  business  of  each  is 
such  that  by  reason  of  its  nature  and  extent  the  public  must  use 

the  same,  or  its  services,  and  that  the  consideration  by  it  taken 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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ojr  given  or  offered,  and  the  coo^piodities  bought  and  sold  are 
offered,  taken  bj  purchase  or  sale  in  such  manner  as  to  make  it 
a£.. public  consequence!^  or  to  affect  the  community  at  large 
as  to  supply  and  demand,  and  as  to  price  or  rate  thereof, 
and  that  said  business  is  conducted  in  violation  of  §  8800 
of  Snyder's  Compiled  Laws  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  and  that 
the  same  is  therefore  a  public  business  and  subject  to  be  con- 
trolled by  the  state  of  Oklahcwna  by  the  Corporation  Commission, 
as  to  all  of  its  practices,  prices,  rates,,  and  charges.'' 

We  are  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  powers  granted  by  the 
section  under  construction  were  properly  delegated,  and  did  npt 
conflict  with  article  4,  §  1  of  the  Constitution,  as  contended. 

[3]  While  the  order  complained  of  is  not  assailed  as  unreas- 
onable or  unjust  upon  the  ground  tliat  there  was  no  evidence 
reasonably  tending  to  support  the  finding  of  an  unlawful  combi- 
nation in  restraint  of  trade,  it  might  be  well  to  state  that  the  oom^ 
plaint  on  which  the  order  was  based  charged,  and  the  Com- 
mission found,  that  such  combination  in  fact  existed  among  the 
five  gins  located  in  Chandler.  It  further  found:  "That  the 
defendant,  Chandler  Cotton  Oil  Company,  working  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  other  defendants,  had  closed  down  its  gin  in  the 
town  of  Chandler,  with  an  understanding  by  the  terms  of  which 
it  was  to  receive  the  seed  from  all  cotton  purchased  by  the  opera- 
tors of  the  gins  of  the  other  defendant  companies,  upon  which  it 
agreed  to  pay  a  premium  or  commission  of  $2  per  ton ;  that  sub- 
sequent to  such  agreement  between  the  Chandler  Cotton  Oil  Com- 
pany and  the  other  defendants,  there  was  an  arbitrary  advance  in 
the  price  of  cotton  ginning,  to  $4  per  bale,  and  thereafter  the 
defendant  gin  oompatiies  refused  to  allow  seed  buyers  to  drive 
their  wagons  under  the  seed  hoppers  of  defendants  to  take  away 
any  cotton  seed  bought  by  them  in  the  regular  order  and  course 
of  business  transactions." 

The  only  assault  made  upon  the  order  is  that  the  same  is 
unreasonable  and  unjust,  because  the  price  fixed  is  less  than 
*Hhe  cost  of  the  service  -and  the  effect  of  the  order,  if  enforced 
is  to  deprive  appellant  of  its  property  without  due  process  of 
law." 

In  answer  to  this  contention,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that,  as  the 
Commission  found  by  fixing  the  minimum  charge  for  ginning 
P,UJU1>16C. 
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cotton  in  Chandler  at  50  cents  per  100  pounds  of  lint  cotton,  with 
a  maximum  charge  of  $2.50  per  bale,  and  by  .fixing  the  charge 
for  bagging  and  ties  at  approximately  $1  a  bale,  that  such  was 
a  reasonable  charge  for  the  service,  the  burden  of  showing  the 
order  to  be  unreasonable  and  unjust  is  on  appellant;  for  to  us 
the  order  is  prima  facie  just,  reasonable,  and  correct.  And  this 
appellant  attempts  to  do  by  pointing,  not  to  the  order  assailed, 
but  to  the  order  appealed  from,  where  the  Commission  admits: 
"...  that  the  price  of  50  cents  per  bale  is  not  suflfcient 
to  pay  the  operating  expenses  and  keep  all  the  gins  in  Chandler 
in  operation  during  the  ginning  season,"  and  insists  that  the 
effect  of  the  admission  is  to  concede  that  the  prima  facie  effect 
of  the  order  has  been  overcome.  Not  so,  for  the  reason  that  what 
is  thus  admitted  might  be  true,  and  yet  the  reasonableness  and 
justness  of  the  rate  fixed  would  be  in  no  wise  affected  thereby. 
In  fixing  the  rate  complained  of,  the  sole  question  before  the 
Commission  was  whether  the  charge  fixed  was  a  reasonable  ex- 
action to  be  paid  by  the  individual  dealing  with  the  company, 
considering  the  service  to  be  reildered  him  by  the  company.  With 
the  question  whether  or  not  the  rate,  when  applied  to  all  the 
gins  concerned,  would  yield  sufficient  revenue  to  pay  the  operat- 
ing expenses  and  keep  all  of  them  running  for  any  length  of  time, 
the  Commission  had  no  concern,  and  hence  the  effect  of  such 
admission  is  nil. 

In  the  Godaid  Case,  188  U.  S.  96,  46  L.  ed.  108,  22  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  30,  Brewer,  J.,  after  citing  and  quoting  from  numerous 
authorities,  said:  ''In  Canada  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  International 
Bridge  €o.  L.  R  8  App.  Gas.  Y23,  781,  Lord  Chancellor  Sel- 
bome  thus  expressed  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords.  'It 
certainly  appears  to  their  lordships  that  the  principle  must  be^ 
when  reasonableness  oomes  in  question,  not  what  profit  it  may 
be  reasonable  for  a  company  to  make,  but  what  it  is  reasonable 
to  charge  to  the  person  who  is  charged.  That  is  the  only  thing 
he  is  concerned  with.* "  And  later  on,  speaking  for  the  court, 
said:  "The  authority  of  the  legislature  to  interfere  by  a  regu- 
lation of  rates  is  not  an  authority  to  destroy  the  principles  of 
these  decisions,  but  simply  to  enforce  them.  Its  prescription 
of  rates  is  prima  facie  evidence  of  their  reasonableness.  In  other 
words,  it  is  a  I^slative  declaration  that  such  charges  are  rea- 
sonable compensation  for  the  services  rendered,  but  it  does  not 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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follow  therefrom  that  the  l^slature  haa  power  to  reduce  any 
reasonable  diaiges  because  by  reason  of  the  volume  of  business 
done  by  the  party  he  is  making  more  profit  than  others  in  the 
same  or  other  business.  The  question  is  always,  not  what  does 
he  make  as  tte  aggregate  of  his  profits,  but  what  is  the  value  of 
the  services  which  he  renders  to  the  one  seeking  and  receiving 
sach  services-'' 

And  80,  we  say,  if  the  Commission  was  without  power  to  re- 
duce any  reasonable  rates  or  charge  because,  on  account  of  the 
business  done  by  appellant  it  is  making  more  profit  than  others 
in  the  business,  it  follows  that  with  what  appellant,  or  others,  is 
making  or  not  making,  or  would  or  would  not  make,  as  a  result  of 
the  rate  when  applied,  the  0<xnmission  has  no  concern ;  and  hence 
the  admission  of  the  Commission  under  consideration  has  no 
force  or  effect  to  overcome  the  presumption  that  the  order  fixing 
the  rate  assailed  is  prima  facie  just,  reasonable,  and  correct 

[4]  We  are  therefore  of  opinion,  after  an  examination  of  the 
evidence,  that  the  presumption  attending  the  finding  of  the 
Commission,  among  oth^  things:  ^'That  the  claims  of  ginners 
that  the  cost  of  ginning  per  bale  ranges  from  above  $4  to  $6 
are  erroneous,  as  a  great  proportion  of  such  expense  is  not  an 
expense  incident  to  ginning,  is  an  expense  of  cotton  buying  and 
selling,  and  not  properly  assignable  to  the  cost  of  ginning,"  and 
that  "from  investigation  in  other  cases  and  by  general  inquiry 
that  the  prevailing  price  for  custom  ginning  over  the  state  does 
not  exceed  $3,50  per  bale,  and  that  where  a  price  of  $4  is 
charged  in  any  particular  community,  is  where  the  large  cotton 
or  oil  mill  companies  have  a  line  of  gins,  which  places  them 
virtually  in  control  of  the  ginning  business,  and  enables  them 
to  dictate  and  fix  the  price  of  ginning ;  that  such  companies  as  a 
rule  prefer  to  buy  the  cotton  in  the  seed  in  order  that  they  may 
obtain  or  control  the  seed  and  that  they  are  in  a  position  to 
place  the  price  of  custom  ginning  at  a  figure  that  will  make  it 
more  profitable  to  the  farmer  to  sell  his  cotton  in  the  seed  than 
to  have  it  custom  ginned  and  retain  or  sell  his  seed,  separate  from 
the  cotton,*' — and  the  order  based  thereon,  fixing  charge  for  gin- 
ning cotton  at  Chandler,  as  above  set  forth,  has  not  been  over- 
come, and  that  the  same  should  be  affirmed,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

All  the  Justices  concur. 

P.U^1916C. 
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Note. — ^The  order  of  the  Oklahoma  Commission  (Mascho  t. 
Chandler  Cotton  OU  Co.  Order  No.  759,  October  17,  1913)  which 
was  sustained  by  the  supreme  court  in  the  foregoing  opinion  was  as 
follows : 

"It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  defendant,  the  Chandler  Cotton 
Oil  Company,  a  corporation,  D.  R.  Owens,  L.  H.  Kooney,  Kate 
Gordon,  and  the  OklAhoma  Gin  Company,  gin  custom  cotton  in  the 
town  of  Chandler  for  50  cents  per  100  pounds  lint  cotton,  witii 
minimum  charge  of  $2.50  per  bale;  that  defendants  furnish  the 
standard  bagging  and  ties  at  a  price  not  to  exceed  15  per  cent  above 
the  wholesale  cost  thereof,  with  a  minimum  charge  for  bagging  and 
ties  of  $1  per  bale,  and  for  the  year  1913,  the  price  of  bagging  and 
ties  shall  not  exceed  $1.15  per  standard  pattern.  That  the  order 
heretofore  issued  by  the  Commission  for  the  year  1912,  which  was 
set  aside  upon  the  defendants  giving  bond  to  refund  the  difference, 
to  the  parties  entitled  thereto,  of  the  amount  charged  and  the 
amount  finally  fixed  as  the  legal  rate  for  giiming  at  Chandler,  is 
hereby  reinstated,  and  the  reasonable  charge  for  1912  is  50  cents 
per  100  pounds  for  lint  cotton,  with  a  minimum  of  $2.50  per  bale, 
with  an  additional  charge  of  $1  for  bagging  and  ties. 

"The  defendants  are  further  ordered  to  permit  any  person  who 
may  have  cotton  ginned  to  go  upon  the  premises  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  the  cotton  and  the  seed;  that  the  parties  having  cotton 
ginned  shall  call  for  the  seed  at  the  time  the  cotton  is  ginned,  or 
as  soon  thereafter  as  may  be  convenient  to  the  owner  of  the  gin. 
That 'the  refunds  herein  above  described  shall  be  made  by  the  1st 
day  of  December,  1913.  That  this  order  shall  be  in  full  force  and 
effect  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  November,  1913/' 


OAIiIFORNIA  RAHiROAD  COKMISSION. 

CITY  OP  ROSEVILLE 

V. 

PACIFIC  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

[Decision  No.  3112;  Case  No.  S90.] 

Parties  ^  Bates  ^  Complaint  hy  municipalitp  aoainst  campeHng  6om* 
panif. 

A  municipality  has  no  standing  to  enter  a  complaint  against  the 
rates  of  a  competing  electric  utility,  where  it  is  not  a  consumer  and 
does  not  appear  in  hehalf  of  its  citizens  as  consumers  of  the  company, 
and  where  the  relief  asked  would  result  in  sh  increase  of  the  rates. 

[February  21,  1016.] 
P.U.R.1916a 
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Ck>icpxAiNT  by  city  of  Boaeville  against  rates  charged  by  a 
eompeting  electric  utility;  dismissed. 

Appearances:  James  B.  Gibson,  city  attorney,  for  com- 
plainant; Charles  P.  Cntten,  for  defendant. 

By  the  Commission:  The  complaint  of  the  city  of  Eose- 
ville,  a  municipality  of  the  sixth  class,  in  Placer  county,  alleges, 
among  other  matters,  that  defendant.  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric 
Company,  has  been  for  the  last  five  years,  and  still  is,  engaged 
in  the  business  of  supplying  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of  Rose- 
Tille  with  electric  energy;  that,  except  as  to  a  few  of  its  cus- 
tomers, applicant  has  installed  no  meters,  but  is  basing  its 
charges  upon  a  system  of  flat  rates;  that  the  charges  made  by 
defendant  to  its  customers  in  the  city  of  Eoseville  have  been 
made  without  regard  to  other  customers  of  the  same  class,  and 
have  been  unequal,  unfair,  and  discriminatory  between  its  cus- 
tomers and  users  of  the  same  class.  The  defendant  by  its 
answer  admits  that  most  of  its  customers  in  the  city  of  Eoseville 
are  being  supplied  and  charged  on  a  flat-rate  basis,  but  denies 
that  its  rates  have  been  fixed  without  regard  to  the  charges 
made  to  other  consumers' of  the  same  class,  and  denies  that  its 
charges  to  its  consumers  in  the  city  pf  Eoseville  have  been  un- 
equal or  unfair  or  discriminatory  between  its  customers  or  users 
of  the  same  class. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  in  the  city  of  Eoseville  on  Jan- 
uary 14,  1916.  From  the  evidence  it  appears  that  the  city  of 
Eoseville  owns  and  operates  an  electric  distributing  system 
paralleling  defendant's  system  throughout  the  city.  The  city's 
consumers  are  all  metered.  The  city's  rate  for  lighting  and 
domestic  uses  is  5  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  first  100 
kilowatt  hours,  and  8  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  in  excess  of  100 
kilowatt  hours  per  month,  with  no  minimum  charge;  and  its 
power  rate  is  3  cents  flat,  with  a  minimum  of  50  cents  per 
horse  power  per  month.  The  evidence  further  showed  that 
defendant  receives  on  an  average  less  than  2  c^nts  per  kilowatt 
hour  for  energy  furnished  by  it  in  the  city  of  Eoseville  on  'a 
flat-rate  basis. 

It  is  apparent  from  the  evidence  that  the  city  of  Eoseville  is 
not  appearing  in  behalf  of  its  citizens  as  cons.umers  of  the  de- 
p.u.R.ifiiac.  3 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


U  CALIFORNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

fendanty  and  asking  to  have  the  rates  eetablished  upon  a 
metered  basis  for  the  benefit  of  such  consumers ;  but  it  is  in 
effect  .asking  this  Commission  to  force  the  defendant  to  alter 
its  basis  of  charges,  not  because  the  present  rates  are  too  high, 
but  because  they  are  too  low. 

Not  one  of  the  defendant's  200  consumers  appeared  to  protest 
against  the  existing  rates  of  the  defendant.  All  of  them  are 
apparently  satisfied  with  these  rates.  In  other  words,  the  city 
of  Koseville  is  not  appearing  in  this  case  in  behalf  of  any 
consumers  of  defendant,  nor  is  it,  itself,  a  consumer.  In  other 
words,  the  city  has  no  relationship  to  the  defendant  except  that 
of  a  competitor  of  the  defendant  within  the  city  of  Koseville. 
As  far  as  the  defendant's  obligations  are  concerned,  the  city 
is  an  entire  stranger  to  the  defendant.  If  any  existing  or 
intending  consumers  of  the  defendant  desire  to  complain  of 
defendant,  they  can  easily  do  so. 

Under  the  facts  herein  disclosed,  the  complaint  ahould  be 
dismissed* 


FLORIDA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

IN  EE  SANFOED  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[Order  No.  479.] 

Rat€8  ^  Telephones  ^  Bight  to  have  rates  fixed  before  aeittal  invest'^ 
tnent  in  necessary  facilities. 

The  Florida  (Commission  wiU  not  approve  telephone  rates  based 
upon  the  estimated  cost  <^  necessary  improvements,  where  no  aetnal 
investment  has  been  made. 

[April  7,  1915.1 

Application  for  approval  of  telephone  rates ;  dismissed. 

By  the  Commission:  This  matter  came  on  for  considera- 
tion upon  the  petition  of  the  Sanford  Telephone  Company,  in 
and  by  which  petition  said  Sanford  Telephone  Company  prayed 
for  an  order  approving  rates  to  be  charged  '^between  Southern 
Bell  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  and  the  city  of  Sanford," 
and  the  said  Sanford  Telephone  Company  being  represented  by 

George  A.  De  Cottes,  and  the  Southern  Bell  Telephone  &  Tele- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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graph  Company  being  represented  by  H,  E.  W.  Palmer;  and  it 
appearing  to  the  Commissioners  that  the  petitioner  has  no 
standing  to  ask  that  rates  be  fixed  for  another  company ;  — 

Whereupon,  H,  E.  W.  Palmer,  attorney  for  Southern  Bell 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  announced  his  desire  that  his 
oompany  be  made  a  party  to  the  application.  But  it  was  de- 
termined by  the  Commissioners  that  even  considering  the  South- 
em  Bell  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  as  one  of  the 
petitioners  they  could  not  then  consider  the  petition,  as  the 
allegations  thereof  showed  that  a  rate  was  sought  to  be  estab- 
lished, based  upon  an  amount  of  money  estimated  to  be  neces- 
sary to  the  improvement  in  the  plant  at  Sanford,  but  which  has 
not  been  invested  therein,  and  that  the  application  is  based 
entirely  upon  a  future  contingency. 

It  is  therefore  considered,  ordered,  and  adjudged  that  the 
prayer  of  the  said  petition  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  denied. 

Done  and  ordered  by  the  Kailroad  Commissioners  of  the  State 
of  Florida,  in  session  at  their  oflSce  in  the  city  of  Tallahassee,  this 
7th  day  of  April,  a.  n.,  1915. 

B.  Hudson  Burr,  Chairman* 


IDAHO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION., 

IN  RE  WILLIAM  D.  WILCOX. 

[Case  No.  F-112;  Order  No.  322.] 

Certificates    of   convenience    and    necessity'^ Application '^BrtorUy 
Hi  filing  ^Effect  of. 

1.  Priority  will  determine  which  of  two  applications  for  certificates 
of  convenience  and  necessity  to  construct  plants  in  the  same  territory 
will  be  granted,  if  all  other  facts  and  eireiunstances  are  equal. 

Certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  —  Gas  plant  —  Preference  "be* 
tween  applicants  ^  Factors  affecting, 

2.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  a  gas  plant  should 
be  granted  to  one  who  has  asmred  himself  of  the  feasibility  of  the 
enterprise,  has  the  necessary  capital  ^t  his  command,  and  will  not  have 
to  bond  the  plant  unduly,  and  who  will  build  it  within  a  definite  time, 
in  preference  to  a  promoter  who  merely  wishes  to  get  control  of  the 
Held  so  as  to  enlist  capital.    . 

[February  12,  1916.1 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Apphoation  of  William  D.  Wilcox  for  a  certificate  of  neces- 
sity for  the  construction  and  operation  of  a  gas  plant  in  Idaho 
Falls;  granted. 

By  the  Commission:  On  the  29th  day  of  November,  1915, 
J.  A.  Jones  of  Pocatello,  Idaho,  filed  with  this  Commission  an 
application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  con- 
struct and  operate  a  gas  plant  in  the  city  of  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho. 
Accompanying  the  application  v^^as  a  map  of  the  city  of  Idaho 
Falls,  upon  which  was  marked  the  streets  in  which  the  mains 
and  distribution  system  would  be  placed.  The  application  is 
in  regular  form. 

On  January  10,  1916,  one  William  D.  Wilcox  filed  a  petition 
in  intervention  in  said  above-entitled  proceeding,  objecting  to 
the  issuance  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  said 
J.  A.  Jones,  particularly  upon  the  ground  that  it  does  not  appear 
that  the  said  Jones  has  sufficient  means  of  his  own,  nor  that  he 
can  secure  sufficient  capital  by  subscription,  or  otherwise,  to  con- 
struct a  gas  plant  and  distribution  system  in  said  city,  in  case  a 
certificate  were  issued  to  him  as  prayed  for. 

On  December  9,  1915,  William  D.  Wilcox,  the  intervener  in 
the  above-mentioned  proceeding,  filed  an  application  on  his  own 
behalf,  praying  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to 
construct  and  operate  a  gas  plant  in  the  said  city  of  Idaho  Falls, 
Idaho.  Attached  to  and  forming  a  part  of  said  application  is  a 
copy  of  a  proposed  ordinance  of  the  city  of  Idabo  Falls,  the  terms 
of  which  it  is  alleged  have  been  agreed  upon,  together  with  a 
map  of  the  said  city  showing  the  streets  and  alleys  expected  to  be 
used  by  said  applicant  in  the  construction  and  operation  of  said 
plant. 

On  the  17th  day  of  January,  1916,  the  said  J.  A.  Jones,  the 
applicant  in  the  first  proceeding  herein  mentioned,  filed  his 
petition  in  intervention,  denying  all  the  material  allegations  in 
said  application. 

Botli  of  said  applications  and  proceedings  w^re  set  for  hearing 
at  the  same  time  at  Idaho  Falls,  to  wit,  January  31,  1916,  at 
10  o'clock  A.  M. 

At  the  time  and  place  set  for  bearing  J.  A,  Jones  appeared  in 
person,  while  William  D.  Wilcox  appeared  in  person  and  by  his 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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attorney,  Mr.  B.  J.  BriggB,  of  the  firm  of  Briggs  &  McConnelL 
For  convenience,  and  inasmuch  as  the  two  proceedings  above 
outlined  involved  the  same  subject-matter,  they  were  heard  at  the 
same  time,  and  will  be  considered  and  discussed  together  in  this 
opinion. 

[1]  It  appears  from  the  records  and  evidence  adduced,  that 
the  application  of  J.  A.  Jones,  being  Case  No.  Ill,  was  filed 
some  ten  days  prior  to  the  application  of  Wm.  D.  Wilcox.  We 
are  therefore  met  at  the  threshold  with  the  proposition  as  to  what 
weight  should  be  given  the  application  of  Jones  by  reason  of  its 
priority  alone.  If  all  other  conditions  and  facts  surrounding 
the  two  applications  were  equal,  then  the  preference  should  be 
given  to  the  party  first  making  proper  application  therefor.  The 
policy  of  this  Commission  is  now,  and  has  been  ever  since  its 
establishment,  that  public  utilities  of  this  character  should  have 
a  monopoly  of  a  field  so  long  as  they  give  the  public  adequate 
aervice  at  reasonable  rates.  In  fact,  we  feel  confident  that 
neither  of  these  applicants  would  desire  a  certificate  if  he  felt 
thai  both  were  going  to  be  granted  the  right. 

[2]  The  question  that  is  squarely  presented  is,  From  all  the 
evidence,  facts,  and  surroimdings  of  these  cases,  which  appli- 
cant is  entitled  to  a  certificate  ?  The  preference  should  be  given 
to  that  party  who  is  acting  in  good  faith,  has  the  funds  or  financial 
backing  to  carry  his  plans  into  execution  within  a  reasonable 
time,  and  who  will  construct  a  modem,  up-to-date  plant. 

Mr.  Jones  testified  that  it  would  cost  about  $50,000  to  con- 
struct a  modern  plant  and  sufficient  mains  to  take  care  of  the . 
immediate  demand,  and  that  at  the  time  of  his  application  for 
certificate  he  had  made  arrangements  for  securing  the  capital, 
providing  he  could  obtain  a  certificate  and  i^ecure  the  right  kind 
of  a  franchise  from  the  city  of  Idaho  Falls.  The  whole  plan 
or  scheme  of  applicant  Jones  seemed  to  be,  as  we  gather  from 
the  evidence  adduced,  thctt  he  would  secure  a  certificate  of  con* 
venience  and  necessity,  thereby  securing  the  control  of  that  field 
for  a  time  at  least,  and  then  endeavor  to  secure  the  necessary 
cajHtal,  either  by  subscription  or  by  bonding  the  plant,  with 
which  to  construct  the  plant  and  distribution  system.  He  pre- 
sented no  definite,  tangible  plan  of  procedure,  but  trusted  to  the: 
P.UJL1916C. 
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future  to  take  care  of  itself.  In  other  worda,  it  appeared  that 
he  was  acting  purely  as  a  promoter. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  appeared  from  the  evidence  that  Mr. 
Wilcox,  the  other  applicant,  had  carefully  canvassed  the  field  to 
inform  himself  of  the  demand  for  such  a  commodity,  and  had 
assured  himself  of  the  feasibility  and  advisability  of  embarking 
upon  such  an  enterprise;  that  he  had  estimated  that  it  would 
cost  about  $50,000  to  construct  the  generating  equipment  and 
other  necessary  equipment,  together  with  about  6  miles  of  mains 
and  service  connections,  and  that  it  would  take  about  $10,000 
working  capital.  He  further  stated  that  he  had  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $50,000  subscribed  and  promised,  and  that  he 
knew  where  he  could  obtain  such  additional  capital  as  was  neces- 
sary to  properly  finance  the  plant,  without  having  to  resort  to 
bonding  the  plant  to  the  limit. 

The  controlling  factor  in  a  controversy  of  this  kind  is  the 
public  convenience  and  welfare.  Making  a  concrete  application 
of  that  rule  to  the  present  proceeding,  the  question  naturally 
arises,  Which  one  of  these  applicants  will  be  able  to  render  the 
best  service  to  the  public  ?  From  all  the  evidence  adduced  at  the 
hearings,  and  all  the  facts  and  surroundings,  the  Commission 
finds  that  the  application  of  J.  A.  Jones  for  a  certificate  of 
convenience  and  necessity  should  be  denied  and  his  proceedings 
dismissed,  and  that  the  application  of  William  D.  Wilcox  should 
be  granted  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  hereinafter  set  forth. 

It  appears  from  the  application,  the  proposed  ordinance,  and 
the  evidence  adduced,  that  the  applicant,  Mr.  Wilcox,  proposes 
to  commence  the  construction  of  his  plant  not  later  than  June 
1,  1916,  and  to  have  the  generating  plant  and  all  other  equip- 
ment connected  therewith  to  insure  the  delivery  and  furnishing 
of  gas,  together  with  6  miles  of  gas  mains  and  service  connections 
incident  thereto,  constructed  and  completed  not  later  than  Oc- 
tober 1,  1917. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  said  applicant,  William  D. 
Wilcox,  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  granted  permission  to  construct, 
maintain,  and  operate  a  gas  system  in  and  for  the  said  city  of 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho,  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  said  city  and 
its  inhabitants  with  gas  for  all  domestic  and  municipal  uses  and 
purposes  upon  the  following  express  conditions,  to  wit: 
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(a)  That  the  said  applicant  shall  oommence  the  construction 
of  a  gas  plant  in  said  city  of  Idaho  Falls  not  later  than  the  1st 
day  of  June,  1916,  and  shall  prosecute  said  work  to  completion 
with  due  diligence; 

(b)  That  said  applicant  shall  have  said  gas  plant,  including 
all  equipment  necessary  for  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  gas, 
together  with  6  miles  of  mains  and  the  necessaiy  service  connec- 
tions in  said  city  of  Idaho  Falls,  fully  completed  and  ready  for 
operation  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  October^  1917* 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  certificate  herein  granted  shall 
not  be  assigned  or  transferred  to  any  party,  person,  associa- 
tion, or  corporation  without  first  having  the  permission  and 
approval  of  this  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  applicant,  during  the  construction 
of  said  gas  system  and  until  the  same  is  finally  completed,  keep 
a  detailed  and  accurate  account  of  all  expenditures  made  in  the 
construction  of  the  same,  and  that  immediately  upon  the  comple- 
tion of  such  syst^n  he  file  with  the  Commission  his  account  and 
report  thereon. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  said  applicant  file  with  the  Com- 
mission, at  least  ten  days  prior  to  commencing  the  operation  of 
said  gas  system,  a  schedule  of  all  rates,  tolls,  rentals,  charges, 
and  classifications  to  be  collected  or  enforced  by  him  in  the  city 
of  Idaho  Falls,  together  with  all  rules,  regulations,  contracts, 
privileges,  and  facilities  which  in  any  manner  affect  or  relate 
to  such  rules,  rates,  tolls,  rentals,  and  classifications  of  service, 
and  that  before  such  applicant  shall  receive  any  compensation 
for  service  furnished  by  him,  the  schedule  of  rules  aforesaid 
shall  be  approved  by  the  Commission  and  a  certificate  of  such 
approval  furnished  said  applicant. 

Note— In  Be  Jones,  Case  No.  F-111,  Order  No.  323,  Feb.  12, 
1916,  the  application  of  J.  A.  Jones  for  a  certificate  was  denied  for 
the  reason  set  forth  in  Bb  Wiloox. 
P.UJK.1919G. 
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IDAHO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

IN  BE  SOUTHERN  IDAHO  WATER  POWER  COMPANT. 

[Case  No.  162;  Order  No.  330.] 

Diaorintination  —  Paytnetit  —  Discount  —  Waiver   of  collection   of 
amount. 

A  utility  will  be  authorized  to  waive  collection  of  the  amount  of 
the  diseount  on  a  disputed  bill  not  paid  during  the  discount  period,  it 
appearing  that  the  patron  is  entitled  to  the  discounty  and  that  the 
waiver  is  not  discriminatory. 

[February  26,  1916.] 

Application  of  the  Southern  Idaho  Water  Power  Company 
for  authority  to  waive  collection  of  the  amount  of  discount  on  a 
power  bill  of  the  American  Falls  Milling  Company  not  paid 
during  the  discount  period;  granted. 

By  the  Commission:  On  the  24th  day  of  February,  1916, 
the  Southern  Idaho  Water  Power  Company,  by  William  T. 
Wallace,  general  manager,  made  application  to  this  Commis- 
sion for  an  order  permitting  the  said  Power  Company  to  waive 
collection  from  the  American  Falls  Milling  Company,  of  Ameri- 
can Falls,  Idaho,  of  the  sxxm  of  $60.88,  now  carried  on  the  books 
of  applicant  as  a  charge  against  said  Milling  Company. 

The  application  shows  that  a  new  rate  for  electric  power  for 

milling  purposes  became  effective  on  October  1,  1916,  and  on 

account  of  a  misunderstanding  of  the  provisions  of  said  rate 

and  its  effect  upon  the  power  bill  of  said  Milling  Company,  a 

controversy  arose  as  to  the  proper  billing  for  power  charges  by 

applicant  against  the  said  Milling  Company  for  the  month  of 

October,  1915,  and  before  the  matters  in  dispute  were  finally 

understood  and  agreed  upon,  the  discount  period  of  ten  days 

had  expired.    Said  Milling  Company  subsequently  paid  the  said 

October  power  bill  less  the  regular  10  per  cent  discount,  and  as 

the  entire  bill  had  been  entered  on  applicant's  bill  as  a  charge 

against  the  Milling  Company,  the  account  shows  a  balance  due 

of  $60.88,  being  the  amount  of  discount  at  10  per  cent  on  the 

power  bill  of  said  Milling  Company  for  the  month  of  October, 

1915. 
P.U.R.1936C. 
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The  Commission  having  duly  considered  said  application,  and 
it  appearing  that  said  Milling  Company  is  justly  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  the  10  per  cent  discount  on  its  power  bill  for  October, 
1915y  and  it  further  appearing  that  no  discrimination  will  result 
in  permitting  applicant  to  waive  collection  as  requested  in  its  said 
application : 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Southern  Idaho  Water  Power 
Company  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  authorized  and  permitted  to  waive 
the  collection  of  the  sum  of  $60.88  from  the  American  Falls 
Milling  Company  of  American  Falls,  Idaho,  being  the  amount 
of  discount  at  10  per  cent  on  the  power  bill  of  said  Milling  Com- 
pany for  the  month  of  October,  1915. 


INDIANA  PUBIilC  SERVIG£  COMMISSION. 

IN  RE  ALEXANDRIA  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[No.  1423.J 

Bat^s^  Jurisdiction     of     Commission '-'New     rates '■^Necessity     of 
action. 

A  new  rate  properly  filed  with  the  tariff  department  needs  no 
action  by  the  Indiana  Gommiaaion. 

[February  23,  1916.] 

Phoceedings  upon  filing  of  a  new  rate;  stricken  from  the 
docket. 

By  the  Ccmnmission :  This  is  a  new  rate  filed  by  the  Alex- 
andria Telephone  Company,  which  company  receives  service  from 
the  Central  Union  Telephone  Company  at  Alexandria,  and, 
being  a  new  rate  filed  with  the  Tariff  Department,  needs  no 
action  by  this  Commission. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Indiana,   that   the  above-entitled   cause   be  stricken   from   the 
dockets  of  this  Commission. 
P.U.R.19I6C. 
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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  OP  INDIANA 
STATE  EX  EEL.  MEBCHANTS^  HEAT  &  LIGHT  COMPANY. 

[No.  22739.] 

(—  Ind.  — ,  111  N.  E.  10.) 

Sf atuIamiM  —  To  Commission --^  Approval  of  security  issues  ^  Minis^ 
terial  act, 

1.  Mandamus  will  lie  to  control  the  action  of  the  Indiana  Commis- 
sion with  reference  to  an  application  for  authority  to  issue  securities, 
since,  under  the  statute,  such  action  is  ministerial,  and  not  discretion- 
ary, notwithstanding  the  Commission  must  assure  itself  of  the  existence 
of  certain  facts  before  granting  its  approval. 

Security   issues '^  Jurisdiction    of   Comm>ission-^  Purpose  ^-'Duplica" 
tion  of  faciliUes. 

2.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  power  to  refuse  to  approve  the 
issuance  of  securities  by  a  utility  merely  because  the  proceeds  thereof 
are  to  be  expended  in  extensions  which  will  duplicate  the  facilities  of 
another  company. 

Mandamus '^  To     Comm^ission-^  Approval     of    security     issues '^  No 
legal  rem.edy» 

3.  Mandamus  will  lie  to  control  the  action  of  the  Indiana  Commis- 
sion with  reference  to  applications  for  the  issuance  of  securities,  since 
the  statute  does  not  afford  the  legal  remedy  of  appeal  from  such  action. 

[January  14,  1916.] 

AjppiEAii  froxQ  an  order  of  the  Circuit  Court  overruling  a 
demurrer  to  the  complaint  and  entering  judgment  th^-eon  in 
mandamus  by  the  state  upon  the  relation  of  the  Merchants'  Heat 
&  Light  Company  to  compel  the  Commission  to  issue  a  certificate 
of  authority  to  issue  and  sell  bonds;  affirmed. 

Appearances:  Burt  New  for  appellant;  Charles  McPherson, 
John  B.  Elam,  J.  W.  Fesler,  Harvey  J.  Elam,  and  Howard  S, 
Young,  for  appellee. 

Lairy,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court; 

The  relator  is  a  public  service  corporation  engaged  in  marn*- 
facturing  and  selling  electricity  for  light  and  power  in  the  city 
of  Indianapolis,  and  is  operating  under  an  indeterminate  permit 
granted  to  it  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  upon  the  surren- 
der of  its  franchise.  Prior  to  the  commencement  of  this  suit, 
the  relator  applied  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  autbor- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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ity  to  isene  and  sell  bonds  of  the  par  value  of  $103,000  on  account 
cf  additions  and  extaisions  made  by  it  to  enable  it  to  perform 
a  contract  made  with  the  city  of  Indianapolis  for  lighting 
streets  and  alleys.  At  the  time  relator  entered  into  this  contract 
with  the  city  and  made  such  extensions  and  improvements,  and 
at  the  time  the  application  for  authority  to  issue  and  sell  bonds 
was  made,  another  public  service  corporation  kno^vn  as  the 
Indianapolis  Light  &  Heat  Company  was  engaged  in  the  business 
of  manufacturing  heat  and  light  in  the  cil^  of  Indianapolis  in 
competition  with  the  relator,  and  was  furnishing  light  to  the  city 
for  streets  and  alleys.  In  passing  upon  the  application  of  re- 
lator, the  Public  Service  Commission  granted  authority  to  issue 
and  sell  bonds  to  the  amount  of  $75,000,  and  declined  to  author- 
ize the  issue  of  the  remaining  $28,000  necessary  to  cover  the 
cost  of  such  improvement,  on  the  ground  that  the  additions  and 
improvements  upon  which  the  authority  to  issue  $28,000  of  bonds 
was  asked  constituted  a  duplication  of  the  instrumentalities  al- 
ready in  existence  and  in  use  by  the  Indianapolis  Heat  &  Light 
Company,  and  for  that  reason  they  would  be  neither  used  nor 
useful  for  public  convenience.  This  is  a  mandamus  proceeding 
brought  to  compel  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  issue  to 
relator  a  certificate  of  authority  to  issue  and  sell  bonds  of  the 
par  value  of  $28,000.  The  trial  court  overruled  the  demurrer 
of  appellant  to  the  complaint,  and  on  its  refusal  to  plead  further 
entered  judgment  against  it,  and  a  peremptory  writ  was  ordered 
directing  it  to  issue  the  certificate  as  prayed.  The  overruling 
of  the  demurrer  to  the  complaint  is  assigned  as  error,  thus  pre- 
senting for  consideration  on  appeal  the  several  objections  to  the 
complaint  set  out  in  the  memorandum  attached  thereto.    • 

[1]  On  behalf  of  appellant,  it  is  first  asserted  that  the  power 
to  authorize  the  issue  and  sale  of  bonds  as  conferred  by  §§  88- 
92  of  the  Acts  of  1913,  p.  167,  is  discretionary  and  judicial  in 
its  nature,  for  which  reason  it  is  not  subject  to  control  by 
mandamus.  The  first  section  mentioned  provides  that  no  stocks, 
bonds,  notes,  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness,  payable  at 
periods  of  more  than  twelve  months  in  advance,  shall  be  issued 
to  an  amount  exceeding  that  which  may  be  reasonably  necessary 
for  the  purpose  for  which  such  issue  is  authorized,  which  amount 
is  to  be  determined  as  provided  in  the  act.  The  two  succeeding 
sections  provide  the  purposes  for  "which  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  and 
P.U.R.lfllfiC.  T 
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otfaer  evidenoes  of  indebtedneas  may  be  isaued.  As  to  stocks, 
§  98  provides  that  no  stock  or  certificate  of  stod:  shall  be  issued 
except  in  consideration  of  money  or  of  labor  or  property  at  its 
true  money  value  as  determined  by  the  Commission,  and  that 
such  stock  shall  not  be  sold  by  such  utility  corpcnration  at  a 
discount  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission.  As  to  bonds 
and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness,  the  same  section  provides 
that  no  public  utility  shall  issue  such  bonds  or  notes  except  for 
money,  or  labor  or  property  estimated  at  its  true  money  value 
as  determined  by  the  Commission,  and  that  the  actual  value  thus 
received  as  found  by  the  Commission  shall  be  at  least  75  per 
cent  of  the  face  value  of  the  bonds  or  other  evidence  of  indebt- 
edness authorized.  Section  90  provides  that  stocks,  bonds,  notes, 
and  other  evidence  of  indebtedness  may  be  issued  when  neces- 
sary for  the  acquisition  of  property,  the  construction,  comple- 
tion, extension,  or  improvement  of  its  facilities,  plant,  or  dis- 
tributing system,  or  for  the  improvement  of  its  service,  or  for 
the  discharge  of  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations,  or  for  the 
reimbursement  of  moneys  actually  expended  for  such  purposes 
from  its  income,  or  from  other  moneys  in  the  treasury  of  the 
public  utility  not  secured  or  obtained  from  the  issue  of  stocks, 
bonds,  notes,  or  other  evidence  of  indebtedness  within  five  years 
next  prior  to  the  filing  of  application.  Section  91  provides  that 
a  public  utility  desiring  to  issue  such  evidence  of  indebtedness 
shall  file  an  application  with  the  Public  Service  Commission 
requesting  authority  to  make  such  issue  and  sale.  This  section 
provides  what  facts  shall  be  stated  in  the  application,  and  also 
provides  for  a  hearing  by  the  Commission.  The  final  provision 
of  §  89  is  as  follows: 

"The  amount  of  bonds,  notes,  and  other  evidences  of  indebt- 
edness which  any  public  utility  may  issue  shall  bear  a  reason- 
able proportion  to  the  amount  of  stock  and  certificates  of  stock 
issued  by  such  utility,  due  consideration  being  given  to  the 
nature  of  the  business  in  which  the  corporation  is  engaged,  its 
credit,  future  prospects,  and  earnings,  the  effect  which  such  issue 
will  have  upon  the  management  and  eflScient  operation  of  the 
public  utility  by  reason  of  the  relative  amount  of  financial  inter- 
est which  the  stockholders  will  have  in  the  corporation,  and  the 
p.u.R.i9iac. 
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cireumstances  sorrounding  the  operation  and  buisinees  of  the  coiv 
poration." 

Section  92  provides  that,  if  the  Commission  shall  determine 
that  such  proposed  issue  complies  with  the  provisions  of  this  act, 
snch  anthority  shall  thereupon  be  granted,  and  it  shall  issue  to 
the  public  utility  a  certificate  stating:  (a)  The  amount  of  such 
stock,  certificates  of  stock,  bonds,  notes,  or  other  evidences  of 
indebtedness  reasonably  necessary  for  the  purpose  for  which  they 
are  to  be  issued  and  the  character  of  the  same;  (b)  the  purpose 
for  which  they  are  to*be  issued  and  the  property  or  service  to  be 
acquired  thereby  valued  in  detail. 

From  the  provisions  of  this  act  it  is  apparent  that  the  Public 
Service  Commission  is  required  to  hear  and  determine  the  facts 
upon  which  the  application  is  based,  and  the  facts  thus  determined 
constitute  the  foundation  upon  which  its  order  shall  be  based. 
If  the  fads  thus  found  are  sudi  as  to  entitle  the  utility  to  a 
certificate  of  authority  to  issue  and  sell  bonds  in  a  given  amount, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  issue  such  a  certificate. 
Under  such  circumstances,  the  act  required  is  ministerial,  and 
not  discretionary.  To  hold  that  such  act  is  disci'etionary  would 
enable  the  Commission,  after  the  facts  were  determined,  to  grant 
the  certificate  of  authority,  or  to  withhold  it  at  its  will,  or  to 
grant  such  a  certificate  to  one  public  utility  and  to  withhold  it 
from  another  under  the  same  stat^  of  facts.  Such  is  not  the 
purpose  of  the  statute.  State  ex  rel.  thinkleberg  v.  Porter,  134 
Ind.  63,  32  N.  E.  1021,  33  If.  E.  687.  A  duty  is  none  theless 
ministerial  because  the  person  who  is  required  to  perform  it 
may  have  to  satisfy  himself  of  the  existence  of  a  state  of  facts 
under  whi<^  he  is  given  his  right  or  warrant  to  perform  the 
required  duty.  Jackson  County  v.  State,  147  Ind.  476,  46  N. 
E.  908 ;  Ploumoy  v.  Jeifersonville,  17  Ind.  169,  79  Am.  Dee. 
468. 

[2]  The  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  in  so  far  as 
it  is  material  to  this  decision,  is  as  follows : 

''And  the  Commission  having  examined  the  evidence  and  be- 
ing duly  advised  in  the  premises  determines  that  such  proposed 
issue  complies  with  the  provisions  of  an  act  of  the  general  as- 
sembly of  Indiana,  approved  March  4,  1913,  except  as 
hereinafter  stated.    That  the  amount  of  bonds  reasonably  neces- 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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sary  for  the  reimbursement  of  the  treasury  of  said  company 
for  expenditures  mentioned  in  said  verified  petition,  and  under 
the  terms  of  said  trust  deed,  is  $103,000.  The  Commission 
further  finds  that  $28,000  of  the  bonds^  authority  to  issue  which 
is  prayed  for  in  this  petition,  will  be  used  wholly  to  reimburse 
the  treasury  of  the  Merchants'  Heat  &  Light  Company  for 
improvements  and  extensions  of  the  property  of  said  ccHnpany, 
which  improvements  will  be  neither  used  nor  useful  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  for  the  reason  that  such  property  is 
a  duplication  of  instrumentalities  already  in  existence  and  in 
use  owned  by  the  Indianapolis  Heat  &  Light  Company,  and 
amply  sufiicient  to  supply  all  the  needs  of  the  community,  where 
such  property  for  which  the  treasury  is  to  be  reimbursed  in  the 
sum  of  $28,000  is  erected  and  constructed/' 

If  the  Commission  had  found  that  the  utility  had  expended 
$10(S,000  in  extensions  and  improvement  of  its  distributing 
system,  and  had  also  found  that  instrumentalities  acquired  did 
not  possess  a  money  value  in  excess  of  $75,000  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  a  large  portion  of  the  newly  acquired  instrumentalities 
constituted  a  duplication  of  other  instrumentalities  existing  and 
in  use  by  another  public  utility,  a  different  question  would  have 
been  presented.  The  order  shows  that  the  expenditure  of  $103,- 
000  was  made  by  the  company  for  certain  purposes,  and  that 
the  issue  of  bonds  requested  was  to  reimburse  the  company  for 
the  money  expended  for  such  purpose.  There  is  no  finding  that 
the  extensions  and  improvements  for  which  the  expenditure  was 
had  did  not  represent  a  money  value  to  the  utility  of  the  full 
amount  of  their  cost.  It  thus  appears  that  the  certificate  of 
authority, to  issue  bonds  as  to  $28,000  of  the  amount  of  such 
expenditures  was  refused  upon  the  sole  ground  that  this  amount 
was  expended  in  the  duplication  of  instrumentalities  already 
existing  and  in  use  by  another  public  utility,  and  which  were 
amply  sufficient  to  supply  the  needs  of  the  public  in  that  locality. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  one  of  the  purposes  of  statutes 

of  the  kind  under  consideration  is  the  prevention  of  the  useless 

and  wasteful  expenditure  of  capital  in  the  duplication  of  plants 

and  instrumentalities  to  be  utilized  in  furnishing  heat,  light,  or 

other  necessary  service  to  the  public.    Such  statutes  proceed  upon 

the  assumption  that  all  capital  unnecessarily,  eatpended  in  this 
P.r.F.ioisc 
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way  will  have  the  effect  of  increasing  the  cost  of  the  service 
supplied  to  the  public,  and  that  hy  legislative  control  and  r^u- 
lation  of  the  rates  to  be  charged  the  injurious  residts  which 
mi^t  otherwise  arise  from  a  lack  of  competition  can  be  effectual- 
ly controlled.  The  state  through  its  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion has  taken  complete  control  of  these  corporations  in  so  far 
as  necessary  to  prevent  the  abuses  of  monopoly.  Atty.  Gen.  v. 
Haverhill  Gaslight  Co.  215  Mass.  394,  101  N.  E.  1061,  Ann. 
Gas.  1914C,  1266;  Weld  v.  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.  197  Mass.  556, 
84  N.  E.  101;  Idaho  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.  Blomquist,  26  Idaho, 
232,  141  Pac.  1083.  The  legislature  by  the  act  under  considera- 
tion evinced  a  purpose  to  prevent  a  waste  of  capital  by  compet- 
ing public  utilities  in  the  duplication  of  instrumentalities  for 
public  services;  but  the  extent  to  which  such  a  policy  is  to  be 
carried  is  a  question  for  the  legislature,  and  not  one  for  the 
Public  Service  Commission  or  for  the  courts.  By  §  97  of  the  act 
the  Commission  is  given  power  to  determine  whether  public 
necessity  or  convenience  requires  an  additional  public  utility 
in  a  municipality  where  a  similar  service  is  being  furnished  by 
a  utility  under  a  license,  franchise,  or  permit;  and  that  no 
license,  franchise,  or  permit  shall  be  granted  to  such  second 
utility  without  the  consent  of  such  Commission.  If  the  legis- 
lature had  gone  further,  and  provided  that,  where  two  or  more 
utilities  were  engaged  in  furnishing  service  of  the  same  kind  in 
the  same  municipality,  neither  should  make  any  extensions  which 
would  duplicate  the  instrumentalities  of  the  other  without  first 
obtaining  the  consent  of  the  Commission,  and  that  money  ex- 
pended in  such  duplication  without  the  consent  of  the  Commis- 
sion should  not  he  capitalized  by  the  issue  of  stock,  bonds,  or 
other  evidence  of  indebtedness,  a  different  question  would  have 
been  presented.  The  act,  however,  contains  no  provision  restrict- 
ing or  limiting  competition  between  companies  engaged  in 
furnishing  competitive  '  service  at  the  time  the  law  became 
e£Fective,  except  the  provision  as  to  the  regulation  of  rates. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  derives  its  authority  from  the 
law  which  creates  it  and  by  which  its  powers  are  conferred  and 
its  duties  imposed.  Under  the  facts  found  by  the  Commission, 
this  statute  conferred  upon  appellee  the  right  to  receive  at  the 
hands  of  the  Commission  a  certificate  of  authority  to  issue  bonds 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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to  the  amount  of  $108,000.  The  facts  ae  found  showed  thdt 
the  money  had  been  expended  in  accordance  with  the  statutory 
requirements  authorizing  its  capitalization  by  an  issue  of  bonds, 
and  the  Commission  had  no  power  to  add  a  requirement  which 
the  legislature  had  not  seen  fit  to  impose.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
Commission  to  issue  the  certificate  authorizing  the  utility  to  issue 
bonds  to  the  amount  of  $103,000,  and  it  had  no  authority  to 
withhold  such  certificate  as  to  $28,000  of  such  amoimt  on  the 
grounds  stated. 

Appellant  relies  on  the  case  of  Interstate  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co. 
V.  Public  Utilities  Comrs.  84  N.  J.  L.  185,  86  Atl.  363.  In  that 
case  the  Board  declined  to  authorize  an  issue  of  bonds  on  the 
ground  that  it  appeared  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Board  that 
there  was  no  reasonable  warrant  for  the  expectation  that  the  com- 
pany from  its  earnings  would  be  able  to  pay  the  annual  interest 
on  the  proposed  issue  of  bonds.  The  question  there  involved  is 
not  presented  in  this  case;  and,  besides,  the  powers  conferred 
upon  the  Commission  by  the  New  Jersey  statute  seem  to  be 
more  general  and  comprehensive,  with  reference  to  the  control 
of  bond  issues,  than  are  the  powers  conferred  by  the  act  of  our 
general  assembly.  For  the  reasons  stated,  this  case  is  not  of 
controlling  influence  in  the  decision  of  the  questions  here  in- 
volved. 

[3]  It  is  well  settled  in  this  state  that  an  action  of  mandamus 
cannot  be  maintained  when  the  party  seeking  the  relief  has  an 
adequate  remedy  at  law,  and  that  the  right  of  appeal  is  an  ade- 
quate legal  remedy  within  the  meaning  of  this  rule.  State  ex 
rel.  Dayton  Gravel  Road  Co.  v.  Tippecanoe  County,  131  Ind. 
90,  80  N.  E.  892.  Appellant  asserts  that  appellee  had  a  right 
of  appeal  from  the  order  in  question  under  the  provisions  of 
§  78  of  the  Spencer  Shively  Public  Utilities  act.  This  section 
specifies  the  order  of  the  Commission  which  may  be  reversed  on 
appeal,  and  such  specifications  do  not"  include  orders  granting 
or  refusing  authority  to  issue  and  sell  bonds. 

The  trial  court  did  not  err  in  overruling  the  demurrer  to  the 
complaint 

Judgment  affirmed. 
p.u.R.i9iea 
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IOWA  BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIO^rKRS. 

SCHMIDT  BBOTHBRS  &  COMPANY 

V. 

CITIZENS  OF  CLAYTON  COUNTY. 
[Docket  No.  E-169.] 

Wrma^e^iise'^Bevocation^Beaervation  of  right, 

1.  The  right  to  revoke  an  electric  transmission  line  franchise  nnlesfl 
the  line  is  built  within  a  year  was  reserved  on  granting  a  franchise  oyer 
obJQctiona  that  the  application  was  not  bona  fide  aikd  made  on  sufficient 
demand. 

Monopoly  and  competition '^  Franchises '^  Electric  transmission  line 
—  Necessity  —  Competition, 

2.  A  franchise  for  an  electric  transmission  line  outside  of  cities, 
including  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  may  be  grafted  under  the  Iowa 
laws,  although  the  line  may  be  unnecessary  and  competitive,  it  not  be- 
ing the  policy  to  prefer  a  regulated  monopoly  to  competition. 

[February  25,  1916.] 

Application  of  Schmidt  Brothers  &  Company  for  franchise 
for  an  electric  transmission  line  from  Elkader  to  Gamavillo  to 
Guttenberg;  granted. 

Appearances:  D.  D.  Mnrphy  &  Sons  and  C.  G.  Sdmiidt  for 
applicant;  J.  L.  Parrish  for  the  Iowa  Telephone  Company; 
EUyson  Orr  for  the  Standard  Telephone  Company;  J.  B. 
Weaver  for  the  Home  Electric  Company* 

By  the  Board:  Sdunidt  Brothers  &  Company  made  applica- 
tion for  a  franchise  for  a  transmission  line  from  Elkader  to 
Gamavillo,  and  from  thence  to  Ghittenberg,  a  tbtal  distance  of 
abont  23  miles. 

The  Home  Electric  Company,  of  Guttenberg,  Iowa,  objects  to 
the  granting  of  such  franchise,  for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  TikBX  the  application  is  not  bona  fide. 

2.  There  is  no  persistent  demand  for  the  building  of  such 
line,  except  on  the  part  of  the  applicant 

3.  The  building  of  the  line  to  Guttenberg  is  unnecessary. 

The  Home  Electric  Company  is  supplying,  and  able  to  supply, 

the  citizens  of  Guttenberg  with  electricity  at  the  same  rate  the 

applicant  is  charging  at  Elkader. 
P.U.R.1916C.  4 
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4.  That  the  building  of  a  new  line  to  Guttenberg  means 
ruinous  oompetition,  and  is  against  public  policy ;  that.it  would 
be  a  bad  precedent  to  allow  capital  which  is  invested  in  a  public 
utility  to  be  subjected  to  competition  which  might  mean  the 
eventual  financial  wreck  of  one  or  the  other  of  the  concerns, 
and  leave  Guttenberg  at  the  mercy  of  a  monopoly. 

[1]  As  to  the  first  and  second  objections,  we  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  application  conforms  to  the  requirements  of 
the  statute,  and  we  do  not  doubt  the  intention  of  the  company 
to  build,  if  it  is  granted  a  franchise;  these  objections  will  not 
be  further  considered,  except  that  unless  the  line  is  constructed 
within  one  year  from  date  this  franchise  will  be  revoked,  to  be 
renewed  on  proper  showing  in  the  discretion  of  this  Commis- 
sion. 

[2]  The  third  and  fourth  objections  may  be  combined  and 
considered  imder  the  one  proposition:  Where  adequate  service, 
at  a  reasonable  rate,  is  being  rendered  by  a  public  utility,  the 
introduction  of  a  competitor  is  unnecessary,  may  result  in 
ruinous  competition;  that  a  duplication  of  plants  is  not  in  the 
public  interest,  and  may  deter  the  investment  of  capital  in 
public  utilities,  and  is  contrary  to  public  policy. 

The  Home  Electric  Company  states  that  the  applicant  has 
not  received  any  right  to  construct,  maintain,  or  operate  its  line 
in  the  town  of  Guttenberg,  and  until  such  right  has  been  granted, 
there  is  a  question  as  to  whether  this  Commission  oould  grant 
the  franchise,  as  petitioned.  Protestant  says :  ^^In  commission- 
governed  states  no  principle  is  better  established  ikkn  that  the 
Commission  will  not  permit  the  establishmeni;  of  competing 
companies  without  a  showing  of  reasonable  necessity.  And  while 
the  state  of  Iowa  has  no  Public  Service  Commission  dealing  with 
electric  companies  upon  as  broad  lines  as  in  the  regularly 
governed  commission  states,"  that  this  Commission  should  not 
automatically,  and  without  any  showing  of  necessity,  graxxt  appli- 
cations for  the  right  to  occupy  the  highways  of  the  state  by  trans- 
mission lines.  And  that  until  the  town  of  Guttenberg  determines 
that  there  should  be  ccnnpetition  in  this  utili1y>  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  Commission  to  determine  that  the  application  for 
tikat  part  of  the  line  from  Garjiavillo  to  Guttenberg  is  premature 

and  should  not  be  granted. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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In  support  of  these  propositions  protestant  cites :  Be  Niagara 
Falls  Lighting  Co.  2  P.  S.  C.  R  (2d  Dist.  N.  Y.)  116,  and 
chapter  546  of  Session  Laws  of  1911,  Amending  chap.  499, 
Acts  of  1907,  of  Wisconsin.  The  Niagara  Falls  Case  was  de- 
cided on  July  1,  1909,  at  which  time  the  public  service  laws  of 
the  state  of  New  York,  being  chapter  429  of  the  Laws  of  1907, 
were  in  effect  Section  66  thereof  gave  the  Public  Service  Com- 
nuasion  general  supervision  of  all  persons  and  corporations  hav- 
ing authority  to  occupy  streets,  highways,  and  public  places  of 
any  tntimcipality,  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  or  transmitting 
dectricity  for  li^t,  heat,  or  power. 

Section  68  of  the  New  York  ^ct,  referred  to,  provides  that  no 
electrical  company  shall  begin  construction,  or  exercise  any  right 
under  any  franchise,  without  first  obtaining  the  permission  and 
approval  of  the  Conunission,  and  that  such  permission  shall  not 
be  granted  until  it  is  shown  that  the  company  has  received  the 
consent  of  the  proper  municipal  authorities. 

Section  72  of  the  said  New  York  act  also  provides  that 
"the  Commission,  within  lawful  limits,  may  by  order  fix  the 
maximum  price  of  gas  or  electricity  to  be  charged  by  such 
corporation  or  person,"  and  also  to  order  such  improvements, 
transmission,  or  supply  of  electricity,  or  new  methods  of  the 
corporation,  as  wiU  improve  the  service. 

These  public  service  laws  of  New  York  were  so  amended  by 
chapter  480,  Acts  of  1910,  as  that  a  franchise  would  only  be 
granted  by  the  Commission  when,  after  hearing,  it  shall  de- 
termine that  the  construction  of  such  line,  or  the  exercise  of 
such  franchise,  is  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  fvhlic  service. 
The  Wisconsin  statute  provides  that  the  Commission  shall  not 
grant  a  franchise  to  any  person  or  corporation,  etc.,  to  furnish 
light,  heat,  wateri  or  power  in  any  rmmicipaiitif  where  there  is 
in  operation  a  public  utility  engaged  in  similar  service,  until  it 
shall,  after  a  public  hearing  find  that  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  such  second  public,  utility.  Chapter  546,  Wis- 
consin Sessicm  Laws  of  1911. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  public  service  laws  of  New  York 
and  Wisconsin  are  especially  applicable  to  cities  and  towns. 
Having  thus  examined  the  statutes  of  these  two  states,  and 
having  also,  in  a  less  thorough  w^y,  examined  the  public  service 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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laws  of  some  of  tfae  other  states,  we  are  satisfied  that  the  con- 
tention of  the  protestant  is  correct  when  applied  to  what  id 
known  as  a  commission-governed  state,  like  New  York  and 
Wisconsin. 

Turning  now  to  our  own  statutes,  we  find  that  Iowa  is  not 
what  is  known  as  a  commission-governed  state,  so  far  as  electric 
and  other  utility  companies  are  concerned,  and  that  the  only 
power  given  to  this  Commission  in  relation  to  a  transmission  line 
is  to  be  found  in  §§  2120-n  and  2120-t,  inclusive,  Supplement 
to  Code  of  Iowa.  Section  2120-n  provides  that,  upon  application 
to  it,  the  Railroad  Commission  may  grant  to  any  person  author^ 
ized  to  transact  business  in  this  state  the  right  within  this  state, 
except  in  cities  and  towns,  to  construct^  operate,  and  maintain 
a  transmission  line  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  electricity 
for  lighting,  power,  and  heating  purposes,  over,  along,  and  across 
any  public  lands,  highways,  or  streams,  or  the  lands  of  any  person 
or  persons,  and  to  acquire  the  necessary  interest  in  real  estate 
therefor. 

At  this  point,  we  may  notice  that  our  statute  differs  from  the 
New  York  and  Wisconsin  statutes,  in  that  under  our  statute 
there  is  no  provision  for  the  transmission  line  going  into  or 
through  any  city  or  town,  they  being  excepted,  while  in  the 
other  states  the  Public  Service  Commissions  are  given  specific 
authority  to  regulate  such  lines  in  cities  and  towns. 

This  section  provides  that  the  petition  for  the  franchise  shall 
state  the  proposed  plan  of  construction,  a  description  of  the  lands, 
highways,  etc.,  over  which  the  line  is  to  be  built,  "together  with 
a  map  showing  the  starting  point,  route,  and  terminus*''  Pro- 
vision is  made  for  the  service  of  notice,  and  what  it  shall  contain, 
fixing  the  time  and  place  of  hearing,  and  the  time  when  objec- 
tions to  the  establishment  or  location  oi  the  proposed  line  may 
be  filed.  The  Commission  is  empowered  to  make  a  personal 
examination  of  the  proposed  route,  "and  upon  said  hearing  it 
may  grant  the  application,  either  as  a  whole  or  in  part,  or  upon 
such  conditions  as  to  terms  and  location  as  to  the  Commission 
may  seem  right  and  just." 

Protestant  argues  that  since  transmission  lines,  under  our 
statute,  are  given  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  such  power  is 
not  to  be  lightly  conferred,  and  should  never  be  granted  except 
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upcm  a  clear  showing  of  necessity.  Possibly  this  is  true,  as  an 
abstract  proposition.  However,  we  are  here  met  with  a  different 
policv  in  this  state.  The  right  of  eminent  domain  is  gi*anted 
to  and  conferred  upon  any  railway  corporation  to  build  a  rail- 
road, without  any  limitation  or  requirement  whatever.  Not 
only  that,  but  as  many  different  lines  as  the  different  persons 
or  corporations  may  choose  to  build  may  be  built  between  any 
two  points,  r^ardless  of  the  necessity  therefor.  The  right  of 
eminent  domain  is  conferred  upon  such  companies  without  any 
inquiry  as  to  the  intention  or  ability  of  such  company  to  build 
the  proposed  road,  or  the  manner  in  which  it  will  affect  other 
roads.  Indeed,  it  has  been  the  policy  of  this  state  to  permit 
the  right  of  eminent  domain  to  be  conferred  upon  companies 
which,  it  would  seem,  had  been  organized  for  the  express  pur- 
pose of  compelling  some  other  company  to  do,  or  abstain  from 
doing,  some  particular  thing.  This  policy  may  be  right,  or  it 
may  be  wrong;  concerning  it,  we  only  say  the  policy  of  this 
state>  in  conferring  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  has  not  been 
to  require  a  showing  of  necessity  for  the  construction  of  the  new 
road. 

We  also  notice  §  1527-c,  Supplement  to  the  Code,  provides 
that  the  board  of  supervisors  of  any  county  may,  upon  written 
application,  grant  the  right  to  construct  transmission  lines  in 
any  public  highway  in  their  county,  if  the  line  shall  be  built  in 
a  particular  manner  and  subject  to  such  reasonable  regulation 
as  the  board  of  supervisors  or  l^slature  may  hereafter  prescribe. 
"The  grantee  shall  in  no  case  have  the  exclusive  right  to  use 
such  highway  for  the  conducting  of  electricity'*  Here  is  an 
express  declaration  that  transmission  lines  receiving  franchises 
from  a  board  of  supervisors  shall  not  have  an  exclusive  right. 

Section  2120-n  does  not,  by  its  terms,  indicate  that  any  trans- 
mission line  is  to  have  an  exclusive  right  to  operate  in  any 
place. 

The  general  policy  of  this  state  has  been  to  foster  competition, 
and  to  prevent  exclusive  rights  and  monopoly. 

The  contention  of  protestant,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
exclusive  right  to  the  Home  Electric  Company,  and  would,  under 
our  present  law,  present,  so  far  as  this  Commission  is  concerned, 
an  unr^ulated  monopoly*     This  state  has  not  yet  adopted  the 
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policy  that  a  regulated  monopoly  is  better  than  free  competition 
between  as  many  persons  and  corporations  as  may  be  inclined 
to  get  in  and  try  their  luck. 

As  to  the  provision  of  our  statute  that  the  Commission  matf 
grant  the  application  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  upon  such  condi- 
tions as  to  terms  and  location  as  to  the  Commission  may  seem 
just  and  right,  we  wish  to  say:  Without  attempting  or  intend- 
ing to  cover  all  the  reasons  why  a  franchise  might  be  refused  by 
this  Commission,  we  understand  the  statute  to  mean  that  the 
condition  of  some  highways,  the  proposed  crossing  of  some 
streams,  or  some  lands,  may  be  such  that  the  application  as 
presented  should  not  be  granted,  or  that  a  part  might  be  granted 
and  a  part  refused,  or  it  might  be  refused  because  of  proposed 
inferior  construction,  and  that  conditions  might  be  such  that 
terms  should  be  imposed.  When  an  individual  or  corporation 
applies  to  this  Commission  for  a  franchise  for  a  transmission 
line,  and  the  petition,  notice,  and  return  of  service  show  that  the 
applicant  has  come  wholly  within  the  laws,  the  franchise  may 
not  be  withheld  on  the  ground  that  a  like  utility  is  operating  in 
the  same  locality,  and  with  which  the  new  line  may  come  in 
competition.  We  hold  that  such  a  policy  would  not  be  in 
harmony  with  the  principle  expressly  laid  down  by  the  state 
legislature  in  the  section  referred  to  above,  relative  to  trans- 
mission lines.  Until  the  legislature  itself  sees  fit  to  change  this 
rule,  this  Commission  should  not  attempt  to  do  so,  regardless  of 
how  correct  this  Commission  might  consider  such  a  policy  to  be. 

Our  statute  then  proceeds  to  provide  the  manner  in  which  a 
transmission  line  may  obtain  additional  rights.  The  obtaining 
of  a  franchise  or  additional  rights  makes  the  transmission  line 
subject  to  such  r^ulations  as  the  legislature  may  prescribe  or 
the  Railroad  Commission  may  prescribe  under  the  laws  of  Iowa, 
now  or  hereafter  in  force.  The  maximum  width  of  the  right 
of  way  across  private  lands  is  fixed.  Power  of  supervision  over 
construction  and  future  operation  and  maintaiance  is  given  the 
Commission.  It  provides  the  general  location  of  lines  by  saying: 
^^Said  transmission  lines  shall  be  constructed  near  and  parallel 
to  the  right  of  way  of  the  railways  of  the  state,  or  along  the 
division  lines  of  the  lands    •    •    .    so  as  not  to  interfere  with  the 
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use  by  the  public  of  the  highways  or  streams  of  the  state,  nor 
Bimecessarily  interfere  with  the  use  of  any  land." 

It  also  prescribes  the  manner  of  building  to  protect  the  gen- 
eral public,  as  well  as  patrons  of  the  line;  it  fixes  the  burden  of 
proof  in  case  of  injury,  and  provides  for  settlement  of  damages 
done  to  crops,  etc,  in  the  construction  and  care  of  such  line. 

From  the  forgoing  it  seems  that  this  Commission  has  power 
or  jurisdiction  to  issue  franchises  to  transmission  lines  only 
outside  of  cities  and  towns.  That  while,  in  a  certain  sense,  it 
has  general  jurisdiction,  yet  no  authority  has  been  given  to  fix  or 
prescribe  rates.  That  by  the  statute  under  which  the  board  of 
supervisors  may  also  grant  franchises  to  transmission  lines,  it  is 
indicated  that  the  policy  of  the  state  is  not  to  limit  the  number 
of  transmission  lines,  and  that  exclusive  franchises  are  not  in 
favor.  The  public  service  laws  of  the  other  states  permit  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  utility  oaLy  when  public  con- 
venience and  necessity  require,  or  when  the  municipality  inter- 
ested consents.  Our  statute  contains  no  such  provision,  and  for 
this  Commission  to  attempt  to  so  apply  the  statute  would,  in 
OUT  judgment,  be  an  unwarranted  assumption  of  power. 

The  laws  of  commission-governed  states,  as  those  referred  to  by 
counsel,  are  so  radically  different  from  our  statute  that  they 
can  have  but  little  bearing  upon  the  construction  of  our  law. 

As  we  understand  this  statute,  its  primary  object  was  to  make 
possible  the  building  of  transmission  lines  in  this  state,  remove 
them  as  much  as  possible  from  the  highways ;  and  to  prevent  the 
owners  of  lands  from  blocking  such  projects,  the  right  of  eminent 
domain  may,  in  proper  cases,  be  granted  to  such  transmission 
lines. 

The  objections  of  Home  Electric  Company  are  dismissed. 
C.  Thome,  Chairman;  J«  H.  Wilson,  Jno.  A.  Guiher,  Commis- 
sioners. 
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STATE  EX  REL.  CASTER  et  aL 
FLANNELLY,  JUDGE,  et  al. 

[No.  20324.] 
(—  Kan.  — ,  164  Pac.  236.) 

Bemoval  of  causes  —  Suits  removable  —  Mandamt^  —  Ctvil  action. 

1.  An  original  proceeding  in  mandamus  is  not  remorable  from  a 
Btate  to  a  Federal  court,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  not  a  "civil  action'' 
within  the  meaning  of  the  removal  acts  of  Congress  (act  March  3,  1911, 
chap.  231,  §  28,  36  Stat,  at  L.  1094,  Comp.  Stat.  1913,  §  1010). 

Removal  of  causes  ^~  Suits  rem.ovable  ^^  Ancillary  suit, 

2.  A  suit  which  is  ancillary  and  supplemental  to  one  .previously 
brought  in  a  state  court,  and  which  is  so  connected  with  the  original 
suit  as  to  form  an  incident  thereto,  and  to  be  substantially  a  continu- 
ation thereof,  cannot  be  removed  into  a  district  court  of  the  United 
States,  unless  the  original  suit  has  been  previously  or  may  be  simul- 
taneously removed. 

Mandamus  ^  Compelling    efficient    service -^  Exhausiion    of    remsdg 
through  Commission, 

3.  Tlie  Public  Utilities  act  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  to  require  a  public  utility  to  render  efficient  service, 
and  provides  the  machinery  for  an  investigation  by  the  Commission 
into  all  questions  affecting  the  character  and  sufficiency  of  such  service. 
This  court  will  not  entertain  a  proceeding  in  mandamus  to  compel  a 
public  utility  to  furnish  efficient  and  sufficient  service  until  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission  has  made  an  order  requiring  the  defendant  to 
furnish  more  efficient  service,  which  the  defendant  has  refused  to  obey. 

Mandamus '^Nature  of  writ '^  Useless  or  futile  relief, 

4.  Mandamus  being  a  discretionary  writ,  the  court  will  refuse  to 
issue  the  writ  where  it  would  be  useless  or  futile,  and  of  no  public 
benefit. 

Courts  —  Jurisdiction  —  Injunction  —  Mandamus* 

6.  In  an  original  proceeding  in  mandamus,  a  supplemental  petition 
was  filed  asking  the  court  to  enjoin  the  defendants  from  prosecuting  an 
action  begun  in  a  Federal  court,  the  plaintiff  claiming  that  the  juris- 
diction of  this  court  in  the  original  proceeding  was  thereby  interfered 
with.  Upon  a  consideration  of  the  issues  raised  by  the  pleadings,  the 
court  finds  that  nothing  substantial  remains  to  be  determined  in  the 
original  or  supplemental  proceeding,  and  the  injunction  is  therefore 
denied  and  the  proceeding  in  mandamus  dismissed. 

[January  18,  1916.] 

Headnotes  by  the  Court. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Obioinal  mandamus  by  the  state,  on  the  relation  of  H.  0. 
Caster,  as  attorney  for  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  and 
others,  against  Thomas  J.  Flannelly,  Judge  of  the  District  Court 
of  Montgomery  County,  and  the  receivers  of  the  Kansas  Natural 
Gas  Company,  to  procure  a  vacation  of  a  restraining  order  by 
the  judge  against  the  Commission  affecting  the  gas  rates  to  be 
charged  by  the  receivers ;  petition  by  receivers  for  removal  of  a 
cause;  and  application  by  the  Commission  for  an  injunction. 
Mandamus  proceeding  dismissed,  removal  denied,  and  injunction 
denied. 

See  P.U.R1916B,  381,  a  rehearing  of  opinion  in  P.U.R. 
1915E,  763,  for  the  proceeding  by  the  Kansas  Public  Utilities 
Commission  fixing  the  rates. 

Appearances :  H.  O.  Caster,  A.  E.  Helm,  and  F.  S/  Jackson 
for  plaintiffs;  Chester  I.  Long,  J.  H.  Atwood,  T.  S.  Salathiel, 
Robert  Stone,  and  1*.  F.  Doran  for  defendants. 

Porter,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 
This  is  an  original  proceeding  in  mandamus.  It  was  brought 
August  17,  1915,  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  as  plain- 
tiff against  Thomas  J.  Flannelly,  judge  of  the  district  court  of 
Montgomery  county,  and  the  receivers  of  the  Kansas  Natural 
Gas  Company,  appointed  by  him.  The  main  purpose  of  the 
proceeding  was  to  vacate  a  restraining  order  issued  by  the  dis- 
trict judge  against  the  Utilities  Commission  affecting  the  rates 
to  be  charged  for  gas  furnished  by  the  receivers  to  the  public. 
The  receivers  filed  an  answer  which,  in  addition  to  other  de- 
fenses, alleged  that  on  July  16,  1916,  the  Utilities  Commission 
had  made  a  ruling  denying  their  application  for  an  order  fixing 
a  reasonable  rate  to  be  charged  for  gas  supplied  to  their  cus- 
tomers, and  that  the  old  rate  wa,s  unreasonable  and  confiscatory. 
On  October  4,  1915,  a  decision  was  rendered  (State  ex  rel.  Caster 
V.  Flannelly,  96  Kan.  372,  152  Pac.  22),  in  which  it  wa3  held 
that  the  district  court  of  Montgomery  county  obtained  no  juris- 
diction over  the  Commis$ion,  and  that  its  orders  restraining  the 
Commission  from  enforcing  a  rate  should  be  vacated  and  set 
aside.  The  court  at  that  time  also  held  that  the  receivers  of  the 
gas  company  are  under  the  control  of  the  Utilities  Commission ; 
that  the  Commission  has  the  exclusive  power  to  fix  the  rates  to 
be  charged  for  the  service  rendered  by  the  gas  company  while 
P.U.R.1936C.  ^  T 
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it  is  beisg  operated  by  the  receivers;  that  the  receivers  are  not 
engaged  in  interstate  eommerce^  at  least  that  kind  of  interstate 
commerce  which  takes  the  business  from  the  control  of  the  state. 
It  was  held^  however,  that  no  writ  of  mandamus  should  issue; 
for  two  reasons;  First,  because  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion had  not  in  fact  made  a  final  order  establishing  a  rate  to  be 
charged  for  gas;  second,  because  the  old  rate  of  25  cents  was 
shown  by  the  findings  of  the  Utilities  Commission  itself  to  be 
unreasonable  and  confiscatory.  In  the  opinion  it  was  held  that 
the  court  would  retain  jurisdiction  of  the  cause  as  to  the  defend- 
ant receivers  "for  such  orders  and  judgments  as  may  be  here- 
after made." 

Thereafter,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  granted  the  re- 
ceivers a  rehearing  of  their  application  to  fix  a  reasonable  rate, 
and  on  December  10,  1915,  the  Commission  issued  a  final  order, 
establishing  a  rate  of  28  cents.  P.U.R.1916B,  331,  The  re- 
ceivers accepted  this  rate  under  protest,  and  on  December  28, 
1915,  filed  with  the  Utilities  Commission  a  schedule  of  rates 
and  rules  in  accordance  with  the  order  of  December  10th,  and 
since  the  filing  of  the  schedule  the  receivers  have  been  dbarging 
the  rate  thus  established.  On  the  29th  of  December,  1915,  the 
receivers  filed  a  suit  in  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
district  of  Kansas  against  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  seek- 
ing to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  the  order  of  December  10th, 
alleging,  in  substance,  that  the  receivers  are  engaged  in  buying 
gas  in  the  state  of  Oklahoma  and  in  transporting  it  through  pipe 
lines  into  and  through  the  state  of  Kansas  and  into  the  state  of 
Missouri,  and  in  producing  gas  in  the  state  of  Kansas ;  that  the 
gas  taken  in  Oklahoma  is  commingled  with  the  gas  produced  in 
Kansas  and  distributed  from  the  pipe  lines  to  customers  in  both 
Kansas  and  Missouri,  and  that  in  so  doing,  the  receivers  are 
engaged  in  interstate  commerce ;  that  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission of  the  state  of  Kansas  has  no  jurisdiction  to  fix  the 
rates  and  rules  for  the  sale  of  gas  by  the  receivers  to  their  cus- 
tomers in  Kansas;  and  further  alleging  that  the  order  of  the 
Commission  of  December  lOfli  is  unlawful  for  the  reason  that 
the  rates  fixed  are  unreasonable  and  confiscatory. 

[1]  On  January  3,  1916,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
presented  an  application  in  the  original  proceeding  in  mandamus, 
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asking  the  court  for  an  injunction  order,  restraining  the  receivers 
from  further  prosecuting  the  suit  begun  in  the  Federal  court. 
A  temporary  restraining  order  issued,  and  the  application  for 
a  temporary  injunction  was  set  down  for  hearing.  In  the  mean- 
time, on  January  7,  1916,  the  receivers  of  the  gae  company  filed 
their  petition  for  removal  of  the  cause  to  the  United  States  dis- 
trict court  for  the  district  of  Kansas. 

The  first  question  before  the  court  at  this  time  is  the  applica- 
tion of  defendants  for  removal,  which  has  been  contested  by  the 
plaintiff.  The  petition  for  removal  renews  again  the  oontention 
of  the  receivers  that  they  are  engaged  in  interstate  commerce, 
and  allies  that  ike  order  of  December  10,  1915,  established  an 
miremunerative  and  confiscatory  rate,  which  imposes  a  burden 
upon  the  interstate  commerce  conducted  by  them. 

It  will  not  b^  necessary  to  consider  many  of  the  legal  proposi- 
tions presented  and  urged  at  the  hearing  and  in  briefs  submitted 
by  couiisel  on  both  sides,  because  in  our  view  of  the  matter  the 
oontroversy  before  us  is  narrowed  down  to  two  questions.  This 
being  an  original  proceeding  in  mandamus,  it  cannot  be  removed 
to  a  Federal  court  On  May  18,  1915,  we  denied  a  petition  for 
removal  in  the  case  of  Garden  City  v.  Garden  City  Teleph.  Light 
&  M%.  Co.  on  the  ground  that,  being  an  original  proceeding 
in  mandamus^  it  was  not  removable.  No  opinion  was  written.  In 
Rosenbaum  v.  Bauer,  120  U.  S.  450,  30  L.  ed.  743,  7  Sup.  Ct 
Eep.  633,  it  was  held  that  an  original  proceeding  in  mandamus 
is  not  removable  for  the  reason  that  it  is  not  a  suit  of  civil  nature 
within  the  meaning  of  the  removal  act  of  1875« 

[2]  it  should  be  stated  also  that  the  plaintiff  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission,  on  January  8,  1916,  filed  a  supplemental  peti- 
tion in  this  proceeding,  in  which,  besides  praying  for  a  perma^ 
nent  injunction  against  the  prosecution  by  the  receivers  of  their 
suit  in  the  Federal  court,  a  writ  of  mandamus  is  sought  to  com- 
pel the  receivers  to  perform  their  official  duties  and  to  furnish  to 
their  customers  efficient  and  sufficient  service. 

"A  suit  which  is  ancillary  and  supplemental  to  one  previously 
brought  in  a  state  court,  which  is  so  connected  with  the  orig- 
inal suit  as  to  form  an  incident  thereto,  and  to  be  substantially 
a  continuation  thereof,  cannot  be  removed  into  a  circuit  court  of 
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the  United  States,  unless  the  original  suit  has  been  previously  or 
may  be  simultaneously  removed."    34  Cyc  1229. 

See  also  Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  v.  State,  165  Ind.  492,  495, 
3  L.RA.(N.S.)  163,  76  N.  E.  100,  6  Ann.  Cas.  880;  Indiana 
ex  rel.  Muncie  v.  Lake  Erie  &  W,  R  Co.  (0.  C.)  85  Fed.  1; 
Ohio  ex  rel.  Columbus  v.  Columbus  &  X.  R  Co.  (C.  C.)  48  Fed. 
626;  34  Cyc.  1229,  notes  89,  90. 

The  petition  for  removal  of  the  cause  to  the  Federal  court  is 
therefore  denied  for  the  sufRcient  reason  that,  being  an  action  iti 
mandamus  to  compel  the  receivers  to  perform  their  legal  duties, 
the  cause  is  not  removable.  [3]  At  the  same  time,  the  court  deems 
it  proper  to  inquire  what,  if  anything  of  substance,  remains  for 
consideration  or  determination  in  the  original  proceeding.  At 
the  hearing  of  the  application  for  removal  it  was  conceded  that 
the  receivers  have  complied  with  the  order  of  the  Commission, 
and  have  put  into  effect  the  rate  fixed  by  the  order  of  December 
10,  1915.  The  fact  that  they  are  seeking  by  the  suit  in  the  Fed- 
eral court  to  enjoin  the  rate  as  confiscatory  and  unreasohable 
makes  no  difference.  They  have  the  right  to  question  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  rate  established  by  the  Commission,  and  to  choose 
the  forum  where  that  question  shall  be  adjudicated.  Public 
Utilities  act.  Laws  1911,  chap.  238,  §  21. 

The  original  petition  filed  here  in  August,  1915,  alleged  that 
the  defendants  as  receivers  had  neglected  to  comply  with  their 
legal  duties,  and  to  supply  to  their  customers  throughout  the  state 
efficient  and  sufficient  service,  and  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
asked  that  they  be  compelled  to  perform  their  official  duties.  No 
facts  were  alleged  upon  which  the  court  could  have  made  an 
order.  It  was  not  even  alleged  that  the  Commission  itself  had 
ever  made  any  order  requiring  the  defendants  to  supply  efficient 
service  or  sufficient  gas.  Nor  was  the  matter  of  the  character 
of  the  service  presented  to  the  court  on  the  hearing  of  the  cause 
at  the  September  term,  other  than  by  incidental  reference!  to  the 
interest  the  public  was  supposed  to  have  in  an  early  determina- 
tion of  the  controversy.  No  order  directing  the  receivers  to  do 
any  specific  thing  was  asked.  The  only  questions  argued  or  pre- 
sented, aside  from  those  respecting  the  jurisdiction  of  the  district 
court  of  Montgomery  county  to  make  certain  orders,  were  ques- 
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tions  affecting  the  action  of  tiie  Commisaion  in  declining  to  fix  a 
reasonable  rate  at  which  the  receivers  should  furnish  gas. 

This  court  saw  no  necessity  for  prolonging  the  litigation  over 
ratesy  and  believed  that  the  interests  of  the  public  and  the  parties 
would  be  best  served  by  making  it  unnecessary  to  go  over  much  of 
the  ground  a  second  time,  or  to  thresh  out  old  straw,  and  therefore 
retained  the  cause,  so  that  when  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
should  make  such  orders  as  it  saw  proper  to  make,  either  of  the 
parties  might  in  this  proceeding  have  any  questions  as  to  rights 
or  duties  arising  thereon  promptly  and  speedily  considered  and 
judicially  determined. 

But  it  was  conceded  at  the  hearing  of  the  petition  for  removal 
that  the  only  order  issued  against  the  receivers  by  the  Utilities 
Commission  is  the  order  of  December  10,  1915,  fixing  rates,  and 
that  this  order  has  been  obeyed  and  enforced  by  the  defendants. 
The  Utilities  Commission  has  made  no  ordeor  of  any  kind  requir- 
ing  that  defendants  render  more  eflScient  service.  The  supple- 
mental petition  in  this  cause,  filed  January  5,  1916,  repeats  the 
averments  of  the  original  petition,  to  the  effect  that  the  receivers 
neglect  and  refuse  to  furnish  eflBcient  and  sufficient  service,  and 
asks  that  an  alternative  writ  of  mandamus  issue  to  compel  them 
to  do  so.  The  Public  Utilities  act  places  the  duty  upon  the  Com- 
mission to  require  a  public  utility  to  render  efficient. service,. and 
provides  the  machinery  for  an  investigation  by  the  Commission 
into  all  questions  affecting  the  character  and  sufficiency  of  such 
service.  Laws  1911,  chap.  238,  §§  9,  10,  13-16.  When  the 
Commission  upon  due  notice  and  inquiry  has  made  a  reasonable 
order  requiring  the  defendant  receivers  to  maintain  more  efficient 
service,  the  presumption  is  that  defendants  will  obey  and  enforce 
the  order.  If  not,  the  courts  will  entertain  proceedings  to  compel 
them  to  do  so. 

[4]  Since  it  is  conceded  that  the  defendants  have  obeyed  all 
the  orders  thus  far  made  by  the  plaintiff,  it  is  apparent  that  noth- 
ing substantial  is  left  of  the  original  proceeding  in  mandamus. 
This  court  has  no  original  jurisdiction  in  injunction,  and  no  pow- 
er to  issue  an  injunctive  order,  except  for  the  purpose  of  protect- 
ing its  own  jurisdiction  and  the  rights  of  the  parties,  until  it  has 
determined  some  controversy  pending  before  it.  Chicago,  K.  & 
W.  R.  Co.  v.  Chase  County,  42  Kan.  223,  21  Pac.  1071;  State 
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ex  rel.  Jackson  v.  Anheuser-Busch  Brewing  Asso.  76  Kan.  184^ 
90  Pac.  777.  Mandamus  is  a  discretionary  writ.  The  court  has- 
held  that  it  would  refuse  to  issue  the  writ  where  it  would  be  use- 
less or  futile  and  of  no  public  benefit  State  ex  rel.  Caster  v. 
Kansas  Postal  Tdeg.  Cable  Co.  96  Kan.  298,  309,  RU.tl.l916E, 
222,  160  Pac.  644. 

[6]  We  have  then  an  action  pending  here  in  mandamus  which 
is  not  removable,  but  the  averments  of  the  petition  are  vague  and 
general;  and  since  it  is  now  conceded  that  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  has  made  no  order  requiring  defendants  to  furnish 
better  or  more  efficient  service,  the  court  would  not  be  justified 
in  granting  the  writ,  nor  in  longer  retaining  the  proceeding.  It 
follows,  too,  that  there  is  no  reason  why  the  court  should  issue 
an  injunction  ta  protect  its  jurisdiction,  and  therefore  the  plain- 
tiff^s  application  for  an  order  to  restrain  the  defendants  from 
prosecuting  the  suit  begun  in  the  Federal  court  will  be  denied, 
and  the  proceeding  in  mandamus  is  dismissed. 

All  the  Justices  concur,  except  Dawson,  J.,  who  did  not  sit 


NBW  YORK  PUBIilO  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  SBCONB  DISTRICT. 

EESIDENTS  OP  THE  CITY  OF  ALBANY 

SCHENECTADY  RAILWAY  COMPANY  et  aL 

EESIDENTS  OP  THE  CITY  OF  ALBANY 

UNITED  TRACTION  COMPANY. 
[Cases  Nob.  5190  and  5192.] 

Service  —  Interurhan  railways  —  Uniform  headway  with  local  care. 

1.  An  interurban  and  a  street  railway  operated  on  the  same  track* 
and  each  supplementing  the  service  of  the  other,  will  be  required,  as 
far  as  practicable,  to  run  their  cars  upon  a  uniform  headway. 

SemHce  —  Interttrhan  raiUvays  —  Local  traffic, 

2.  An  interurban  railway  will  not  be  required  to  render  local 
service  jn  a  oity  where  that  service  is  the  duty  of  the  local  railway 
and  is  apparently  adequate,  the  large  interurban  traffic  is  already  tax- 
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lug  tlie  capacity  of  the  Inter  urban  line,  and,  because  of  the  eonstruetion 
of  high-speed  interurban  cars,  such  operation  would  delay  local  traffic, 
and  materially  lower  the  running  time  required  of  interurban  servioe. 

[January  13,  ldl6.] 

pBTiTioiT  for  an  order  (1)  requiring  the  United  Traction 
Company  properly  to  space  its  cars  on  the  west  city  line  in 
Albany  unth  the  cars  of  the  Schenectady  Railway;  (2)  requiring 
the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  to  restore  various  stops  in 
Albany;  (8)  requiring  the  United  Traction  Company  to  trans- 
fer to  all  cars  of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  to  secure  a 
eontinnous  ride  for  one  fare  in  Albany;  (4)  requiring  the 
Sdbenectady  Railway  Company  to  carry  all  passengers  to  and 
from  all  stops  in  Albany ;  (5)  requiring  the  Schenectady  Railway 
Company  and  the  United  Traction  Company  to  arrange  a  trans- 
fer system  whereby  passengers  boarding  Schenectady  Railway 
Company's  cars  in  Albany  may  transfer  to  any  cars  of  United 
Traction  Company;  railway  companies  ordered,  so  far  as  prac- 
ticable, to  run  cars  in  Albany  upon  a  uniform  headway,  and 
petition  in  all  other  respects  denied. 

By  the  Commission:  These  complaints  were  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  September  7  and  8,  1915.  The  complainants 
request  that  an  order  be  made  directing  the  United  Traction  Com- 
pany and  the  Schnectady  Railway  Company,  as  follows: 

1.  That  the  United  Traction  Company  arrange  its  schedule 
for  the  operation  of  its  cars  on  the  west  city  line  route  between 
Watcrvliet  avenue  and  the  city  line  so  that  cars  shall  be  properly 
spaced,  and  not  trail  or  immediately  precede  those  of  the  Schenec- 
tady Railway  Company. 

2.  That  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  immediately  re- 
store stop  No.  86  (Eing  aTenue)  and  stop  35  (opposite  the 
premises  of  F.  A.  Danker,  florist)  on  Central  avenue. 

3.  That  the  United  Traction  Company  install  a  system  of 
transfer  by  means  of  which  passengers  paying  a  5-cent  fare  upon 
its  lines  may  be  transported  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of 
Albany  on  the  cars  of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  without 
the  payment  of  additional  fare,  and  that  the  Schenectady  Railway 
Company  accept  such  transfer, 

4-  That  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  carry  passengers 
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to  and  from  and  between  any  and  all  stops  or  stations  in  all  di- 
rections upon  the  lines  over  which  its  cars  are  operated  within  the 
limits  of  the  city  of  Albany,  on  all  cars,  including  the  limited 
cars. 

5.  That  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  and  the  United 
Traction  Company  arrange  and  put  in  operation  a  system  of 
transfer  tickets  by  means  of  which  passengers  boarding  the  cars 
of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  at  any  stop  or  station  in 
the  city  of  Albany  shall  be  entitled  to  transportation  upon  the 
cars  of  the  United  Traction  Company  to  their  destination  within 
said  city  without  the  payment  of  an  additional  fare. 

After  proper  notice,  a  public  hearing  on  these  complaints  was 
held  at  the  office  of  the  Commission  in  the  city  of  Albany  on 
December  1, 1915.  The  complaints,  being  of  a  similar  character, 
were  merged  by  agreement  at  the  hearing.  The  complainants 
were  represented  by  Reuben  S,  Calkins,  Esq. ;  and  the  respond- 
ents by  Mr.  Robinson,  of  Naylon  &  Robinson,  Schenectady,  as 
attorneys  for  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company,  and  Mr.  James 
F.  Hamilton,  general  manager  of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Com- 
pany;  Lewis  E.  Carr  and  John  E.  MacLean,  as  attorneys  for  the 
United  Traction  Company.  From  the  testimony  taken  at  the 
public  hearing  and  investigations  made  by  the  Commission  in 
reference  to  the  different  allegations  of  the  complaints  and  re- 
quests of  the  complainants,  the  following  facts  are  developed 
and  conclusions  reached: 

The  Schenectady  Railway  Company  operates  a  transportation 
system  in  the  city  of  Schenectady,  with  interurban  lines  extend- 
ing to  the  cities  of  Saratoga,  Troy,  and  Albany.  The  ears  on  the 
latter  route  are  run  over  the  tracks  of  the  United  Traction  Com- 
pany between  the  cily  line  of  Albany  and  the  terminus  of  the 
route,  the  foot  of  State  street  and  the  Union  Station,  an  approxi** 
mate  distance  of  4^  miles.  This  operation  is  under  the  authority 
of  contract  between  the  two  companies.  The  Schenectady  Rail- 
way Company  on  its  Albany  division  operates  two  classes  of 
service,  one  known  as  "local,''  the  other  as  "limited,"  the  local 
cars  running  to  and  from  the  terminus  of  the  line  at  the  foot  of 
State  street,  and  the  limited  cars  running  to  and  from  the  ter- 
minus at  the  Union  Station.  Local  cars  are  run  on  30-minute 
headway;  limited,  each  hour  between  9  a.  m.  and  7  p.  m.  All 
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cars,  local  and  limited,  eastbound,  make  all  stops  in  the  city  of 
Albany  at  which  passengers  desire  to  leave  cars.  Eastbound 
local  cars  make  all  stops  to  receive  and  discharge  passengers  be- 
tween the  city  line  and  stop  No.  36,  the  first  stop  west  of  Water- 
?liet  avenue.  The  distance  between  city  line  and  stop  No.  86  is 
approximately  1,270  feet  Westbound  limited  cars  stop  to  re- 
ceive passengers  at  any  stop  of  the  United  Traction  Company 
widdn  the  city  limits.  These  cars  do  not  stop  to  discharge  pas- 
sengers at  any  stop  within  the  city  limits.  Westbound  local 
cars  make  all  of  the  stops  of  the  United  Traction  Company  when 
necessary  to  receive  passengers,  but  do  not  make  any  stops  to 
discharge  passengers  east  of  stop  No.  36,  but  between  stop  No. 
36  and  the  city  line  [stop  No.  33]  make  all  stops  to  receive  and 
discharge  passengers.  Prior  to  September  1, 1915,  proper  means 
was  not  employed  by  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  to  notify 
the  public,  either  by  advertisement,  posted  notices  on  its  cars, 
or  verbal  instructions  by  conductors,  that  local  passengers  were 
not  carried  westbound  on  its  limited  cars,  and  that  such  passen- 
gers were  not  carried  on  its  local  cars  whose  destination  was  east 
of  stop  No.  36.  By  reason  of  this  fact,  at  times  passengers  whose 
destination  was  east  of  Watervliet  avenue  boarded  this  company's 
westbound  cars,  and  were  inconvenienced  by  reason  of  the  cars 
not  stopping  to  let  them  off  at  destination,  and  by  the  further 
reason  that  they  were  not  afforded  the  transfer  privilege  which 
they  might  have  had  by  using  the  cars  of  the  United  Traction 
Company.  On  complaint,  after  public  hearing,  and  to  relieve  this 
situation,  on  August  2,  1915,  this  Commission  ordered  in  effect, 
that  whenever  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  carries  local 
passengers  in  the  city  of  Albany  on  its  westbound  cars,  it  shall, 
upon  request  of  any  such  passenger,  issue  to  him  or  her  a  transfer 
to  a  oonnecting  line  of  the  United  Traction  Company ;  and  the 
United  Traction  Company  was  ordered  to  honor  and  accept  such 
transfer  when  presented  by  a  passenger  on  its  cars,  if  presented 
within  the  limitations  of  its  rules.  On  October  11, 1915,  the  Sche- 
nectady Kailway  Company  caused  a  notice  to  be  posted  on  all  of 
its  cars  operated  in  the  city  of  Albany,  reading  as  follows :  "This 
car  does  not  carry  westbound  passengers  in  the  city  of  Albany ;" 
and  its  conductors  were  instructed  to  notify  passengers  when 
boarding  cars  to  that  effect.  Tariffs  were  filed  by  the  company 
with  this  Commission  in  accordance  with  the  above  notice  and 
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rule.  This  action  on  the  part  of  the  company,  while  not  in  any 
manner  violating  the  order  of  the  Commission  of  August  2,  1916, 
made  the  enforcement  of  the  order  impracticable,  as  where  no 
passengers  are  carried,  no  transfer  privilege  is  necessary. 

[1]  The  tracks  between  the  city  line  and  WatervUet  avenue 
were  constructed  and  owned  by  the  Schenectady  Railway  Own- 
pany,  and  in  1901  it  began  operating  its  cars  over  the  tracks  of 
the  United  Traction  Company  in  the  city  of  Albany.  November 
30,  1908,  the  United  Traction  Company  acquired  ownership  of 
these  tracks  and  has  since  operated  a  local  service  on  them.  At 
present,  cars  of  the  West  Albany-City  Line  route  are  run  between 
Watervliet  avenue  and  the  city  line  on  a  20-minute  headway. 
This  service  is  supplemented  by  the  local  cars  of  the  Schenectady 
Railway  Company  which  are  operated  on, a  30-minute  headway, 
the  joint  service  being  five  cars  per  hour  in  each  direction.  The 
relator  alleges  that  these  cars  are  not  run  in  the  most  eflScient 
manner  to  accommodate  the  traffic,  and  that  the  cars  of  the  Sche- 
nectady Railway  Company  either  trail  or  immediately  precede 
those  of  the  United  Traction  Company.  There  is  no  complaint 
that  the  number  of  cars,  if  properly  spaced,  is  not  sufficient.  If 
cars  were  uniformly  spaced  they  would  make  a  12-minute  head- 
way. The  eastbound  schedule  provides  for  a  United  Traction 
car  leaving  the  city  line  at  7,  27,  and  47  minutes  after  the 
hour.  The  eastbound  schedule  of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Com* 
pany  provides  for  cars  leaving  that  point  at  21  and  61  minutes 
after  the  hour.  The  interval  between  these  scheduled  cars  would 
be  as  follows:  The  United  Traction  car  leaving  at  47  is  fol- 
lowed by  a  Schenectady  car  at  51,  making  a  4-minute  interval ; 
the  United  Traction  car  leaving  at  27  is  preceded  by  a  Schenec- 
tady car  leaving  at  21,  making  a  6-minute  headway;  the  United 
Traction  car  leaving  at  7  minutes  after  the  hour  is  preceded  by 
a  Schenectady  car  leaving  at  51,  making  a  1 6-minute  interval. 
This  shows  that  the  schedule  spacing  of  cars  is  not  uniform,  vary- 
ing from  4  to  16  minutes. 

The  combined  service  furnished  bv  these  companies  in  this 
section  is  in  reasonable  amount  to  meet  the  traffic  requirements, 
except  possibly  during  the  evening  rush  hours,  when  fluctuations 
in  travel  result  in  standing  loads  on  some  of  the  cars.  Conven- 
ience of  travel  would  be  increased  if  cars  were  uniformly  spaced. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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There  are,  however,  serious  operating  obstacles  in  the  way  of  so 
doing.  Cars  on  the  west  city  line  must  be  scheduled  to  conform 
vith  the  operation  of  the  North  Albany-Second  Avenue  cars  and 
other  lines  with  which  they  are  run  over  common  track.  The 
schedule  of  the  Schenectady  cars  must  be  made  to  conform  with 
the  schedules  of  other  cars  in  both  the  cities  of  Albany  and  Sche- 
nectady, but  as  long  as  the  Schenectady  cars  are  utilized  for  sup- 
plementing the  service  of  the  United  Traction  Company  be- 
tween these  points,  every  effort  should  be  made  to  bring  about  a 
oniform  spacing  of  cars  which  is  one  of  the  essentials  of  proper 
service. 

It  was  claimed  that  stops  Noa.  35  and  36  between  city  line  and 
Watervliet  avenue  had  been  eliminated,  and  testimony  was  pre- 
sented in  support  of  this  allegation.  The  general  manager  of 
the  Schenectady  Kailway  Company  testified  in  effect  that  he  had 
DO  knowledge  that  these  stops  had  been  eliminated,  and,  if  cars 
were  not  making  the  passenger  stops  at  these  points,  gave  assur- 
ance that  they  would  in  the  future,  Notwithstanding  this  assur- 
ance, the  relators  desire  an  order  of  the  Commission  directing 
the  company  to  cause  these  stops  to  be  made.  The  Commission 
deems  this  unnecessary,  but  will  exercise  its  authority  in  another 
direction  to  cause  these  stops  to  be  made.  > 

[2]  Items  3,  4,  and  6  of  the  complaint  all  refer  in  different 
ways  to  the  proposition  of  the  Schenectady  ears,  both  local  and 
limited,  being  used  in  Albany  city  local  service,  and  the  Commis- 
sion is  requested  to  direct  by  order  to  the  two  companies  that 
operation  be  modified  to  bring  this  about.  The  Commission  is 
of  the  opinion  that  in  this  particular  case  it  would  be  undesirable 
to  compel  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  to  carry  local  pas- 
sengers on  all  of  its  cars  in  the  city  of  Albany,  and  to  issue  trans- 
fers to  such  passengers  good  for  continuing  rides  upon  the  cars 
of  the  United  Traction  Company  within  that  city.  However,  in 
the  case  of  eastbound  cars,  operated  between  west  city  line  and 
stop  No.  36,  which  supplements  the  local  United  Traction  Con*- 
pany^s  service,  passengers  are  equitably  entitled  to  transfer  priv- 
ileges; and  on  December  11,  1914,  the  Commission  issued  an 
order  to  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  that  it  arrange  with 
tibe  United  Traction  Company  to  accomplish  this  result.  This 
order  at  present  is  being  complied  with. 

P.r.R.19)«C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


68  NEW   YOKK  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

The  Commission's  opinion  in  reference  to  the  different  items 
of  the  complaints  mentioned  is  largely  based  on  the  following 
considerations:  Schenectady  is,  in  the  broadest  sense,  an  in- 
dustrial city  in  which  two  of  the  largest  manufacturing  establish- 
ments in  this  country  are  located.  The  city's  growth  in  popula- 
tion has  been  phenomenal.  A  large  number  of  the  employees  of 
these  industrial  plants  reside  in  the  city  of  Albany.  A  con- 
siderable number  of  persons  residing  in  the  city  of  Schenectady 
are  employed  in  the  different  state  departments  in  the  city  of 
Albany.  These  constitute  a  daily  travel  of  wage  earners  between 
these  two  cities.  This  travel  especially  requires  convenient, 
rapid,  and  reliable  transportation.  There  is  a  travel  between 
Albany  and  Schenectady  by  students  attending  the  State  Normal 
College  and  the  Union  College,  which  is  secondary  only  to  that 
of  the  industrial  and  state  employees.  In  addition,  Albany  is  a 
shopping  center  for  outlying  sections;  a  portion  of  this  class  of 
travel  originates  in  the  city  of  Schenectady.  There  is  also  a  con- 
siderable commercial  travel  between  the  two  cities,  to  especially 
accommodate  which  the  limited  cars  of  the  Schenectady  Kailway 
Company  are  run  to  and  from  the  Union  Station  in  Albany.  For 
the  year  ended  June  30,  1915,  there  were  1,777,989  passengers 
carried  on  this  division.  To  provide  for  this  travel,  the  facilities 
of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  are  utilized  to  their  fullest 
extent.  Such  interurban  service  is  furnished  to  and  from  all  of 
the  larger  cities  in  this  public  service  district,  and  is  considered 
essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  adjacent  territories  and  the  urban 
population.  In  most  cases  it  is  being  encouraged,  and  in  some 
to  the  segr^ation  of  through  and  local  travel. 

The  United  Traction  Company  has  and  exercises  a  franchise  to 
furnish  transportation  within  the  city  of  Albany.  It  is  obligated 
to,  and  this  Commission  has  exercised  its  authority  to  insure  that 
it  shall,  furnish  a  reasonable  service  to  its  patrons.  The  present 
operation  of  Schenectady  cars  over  its  tracks  does  not  prevent 
this  being  done.  There  is  no  statement  in  the  complaint,  in  the 
testimony,  or  in  the  relators'  brief  in  this  case,  that  such  service 
is  not  being  furnished,  nor  is  any  claim  made  that  proper  trans- 
portation requires  supplementing  the  United  Traction  Com- 
pany's service  by  the  cars  of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company 
in  the  city  of  Albany.     The  nearest  approach  to  such  an  allega- 
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tion  is  tbe  elaim  that  the  cars  bet^^een  the  city  line  and  Water* 
vliet  avenue  are  not  properly  spaced,  and  the  admission  is  made 
that  a  sufficient  number  of  seats  would  be  available  between  these 
points  if  cars  were  properly  distributed. 

The  modem  car  for  cily  service,  and  the  one  adopted  in  nearly 
all  cities^  is  the  P.A.T.E.  with  front  exit,  low  steps,  and  other 
characteristies  of  construction  designed  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  heavy  city  travel,  especially  during  the  rush  hours.  One  of 
tbe  controlling  requirements  in  the  construction  of  such  a  car  is 
the  means  of  facilitating  rapid  movement  of  passengers  in  board* 
ing  and  alighting  and  their  safety  while  so  doing.  These  require*- 
ments  are  met  in  the  modem  P.A. Y.E.  car  by  means  of  the  low 
folding  step  and  mechanically  operated  door  which  also  provides 
a  front  exit.  The  cars  of  the  Schenectady  Railway  Company  are 
especially  designed  for  the  service  they  were  intended  for,  name^ 
ly,  interurban  travel.  They  are  a  laiige,  heavy  car.  Those  used 
on  the  Albany  line  are  all  provided  with  smoking  compartments; 
all  of  them  are  50  feet  long,  seat  fifty-four  or  more  passengers, 
with  cross  seats,  center  aisle.  They  are  equipped  with  three 
steps,  which  add  to  the  delay,  and  increase  the  possibility  of 
accident  to  passengers  in  boarding  and  alighting  from  cars.  Un-' 
til  thoroughly  considered,,  this  delay  may  .not  appear  to  be  an 
important  element,  but  when  it  is  realized  that  cars  are  run  up 
State  street  and  Washington  avenue  during  the  eveping  rush 
hours  on  less  than  one-minute  headway,  a  few  seconds'  delay  at 
each  passenger  stop,  and  these  delays  are  accumulative,  means 
serious  interruption  to  car  movement. "  TTiese  cars  are  unsuitable 
for  city  service  in  the  congested  sections  through  which  they  run 
in  the  city  of  Albany,  and  the  fact  that  passengers  are  carried  on 
them  locally  in  the  city  of  Schenectady  does  not  in  any  manner 
overcome  the  objectionable  features  of  their  use  for  such  service 
in  the  former  city.  That  cars  may  be  run  through  the  streets 
in  the  city  of  Albany  not  carrying  local  passengers,  and  still  by 
this  reason  be  of  material  benefit  to  the  general  transportation 
system,  is  illustrated  by  the  fact  that  during  the  rush  hours  a 
number  of  cars  on  the  Pine  Hills  line  are  diverted  from  their' 
regular  route  and  run  as  "express"  via  South  Pearl  street,  Hud- 
son avenue^  HamiltoD  and  Xark  streets,  not  picking  up  or  dis- 
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charging  paflsengers  between  these  points.  This  is  done  with 
material  benefit  to  the  Pine  Hills  servioe. 

Therefore^  upon  the  foregoing  statement  of  facts  and  for  the 
reasons  herein  set  forth,  based  on  the  particular  necessities  and 
equities  of  the  traffic  requirements  involved  in  this  case,  it  is 
hereby 

Ordered:  1.  That  the  United  Traction  Company  and  the 
Schenectady  Kailway  Company  be  and  they  hereby  are  directed, 
so  far  as  practicable,  to  immediately  arrange  their  schedules  so 
that  the  cars  of  both  companies  operating  between  Watervliet 
avenue  in  the  city  of  Albany  and  the  westerly  line  of  the  city 
of  Albany,  in  both  directions,  shall  hereafter  be  run  up<m  a  uni* 
form  headway. 

2.  That  in  other  respects  this  petition  be  and  the  same  hereby 
is  denied. 

3.  That  this  case  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  closed  upon  the 
records  of  the  Commission. 


NEW  YORK  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  SECOND  DISTRICT. 

MARVIN  SHIEBLEB 

V. 

SUFFOLK  GAS  A  ELECTBIC  LIGHT  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  3427.] 

Security  iseuea^  Procedure -^  Appiicatian  for  oddiHonal  <mw«  — iVo- 
tice  to  hondholdera. 

1.  A  bondholder  is  not  entitled  to  notice  of  application  for  aathority 
to  issue  additional  bonds,  where  it  is  not  required  by  the  Conuniasion'a 
rules  of  practice,  and  where  the  mortgage  conditions  the  additional  issue 
solely  upon  the  requirements  of  the  corporation  as  determined  by  its 
directors  and  approved  by  the  Commission. 

Orders '^  Security  issues -^  Bevocation^*  Misapprehension  of  fadts^ 
Bad  faith. 

2.  An  order  duly  made,  authorizing  an  additional  issue  of  bonds, 
will  not  be  revoked  unless  it  was  granted  in  misapprehension  of  essen- 
tial facts  or  unless  the  applicant  acted  in  bad  faith. 

Orders -^  Security  issues '-' Revocation '^Contrtu^tor's  profit  and  af" 
filiation  tcUh  utility  making  extensions, 

3.  The  fact  that  a  utility  agrees  to  pay  a  contractor  10  per  cent  in 
addition  to  the  cost  of  direct  labor  and  material  used  in  an  extension, 
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and  that  the  contractiDg  company  is  affiliated  with  the  utility,  is  not  a 
ground  for  revocation  of  an  order  authorizing  an  additional  issue  of 
bcmds  to  pay  for  the  extension,  where  the  10  per  cent  charge  reim- 
burses  ^e  contractor  for  out-of-pocket  expenditures  not  specifically  hilled 
•gainst  the  work,  where  no  advantage  is  taken  of  the  affiliation  to  reap 
mn  undue  profit,  and  where  the  bonds  could  not  have  been  sold  on  favor- 
able terms  and  the  extension  made  without  the  contractor's  assistance. 
Orders  — Security  isaue8'^Bevocation'^Unremunerative  gas  exten* 


4.  Hie  discretion  of  gas  utility  directors,  not  manifestly  exercised 
in  bad  faith  or  at  least  in  plain  disregard  of  the  rights  of  the  public 
or  the  owners,  will  not  be  overruled  by  revocation  of  an  order  authoris- 
ing  an  additional  issue  of  bonds  to  pay  for  an  authorized  extension, 
merely  because  not  immediately  remunerative. 

[January  20,  1916.] 

Application  by  Marvin  Shiebler,  a  bondholder,  for  revoca- 
tion of  an  order  authorizing  an  additional  issue  of  bonds  by  the 
Suffolk  Gas  &  Electrio  Company  for  the  purpose  of  prospective 
extension  of  gas  mains;  denied. 

Appearances :  Ralph  K.  Jacobs  and  Lewis  J.  Smith  for  com- 
plainant, and  complainant  in  person;  Wm«  H.  Bobbins  and 
Henry  K.  Frost  for  respondent. 

Van  Santvoord,  Chairman : 

This  is  an  application  for  revocation  of  an  order  of  this  Com* 
mission  authorizing  the  issue  of  bonds  by  the  Suffolk  Gas  & 
Electric  Light  Company  for  the  purposes  of  prospective  construc- 
tion. 

By  its  order  of  April  10,  1912,  this  Commission  authorized 
the  Suffolk  Gas  &  Electric  Light  Company  to  execute  a  mort- 
gage upon  its  property  to  secure  not  to  exceed  $500,000  in 
amount  of  its  5  per  cent  bonds,  and  to  forthwith  issue  $200,000 
in  amount  of  such  bonds  for  refunding  purposes,  and  other  $150,- 
000  in  amount  of  such  bonds  to  provide  funds  for  the  discharge 
of  certain  existing  liabilities,  and  to  pay  for  current  construc- 
tion. The  mortgage  provided  that  the  remaining  $150,000  in 
amount  of  bonds  should  be  issued  ^^at  such  times  and  in  such 
amounts  as  required  by  the  corporation,"  such  "requirement" 
to  be  duly  evidenced  by  resolution  of  the  directors,  and  any  such 
issue  to  be  authorized  by  this  Coromission.  Upon  further  appli- 
cation by  respondent,  under  date  of  October  25,  1912,  this  Com- 
mission by  its  order  entered  January  29>  1913,  authorized  the 
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issue  of  $134,000  in  amount  of  such  remaining  bonds,  the  same 
to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  87  per  cent  of  par^  and  the  proceeds 
to  be  used  for  certain  new  construction  in  said  order  specified. 
According  to  the  last  official  report  of  the  respondent,  $56,000 
in  amount  of  said  last-mentioned  bonds  had  been  issued  by  the 
corporation  down  to  September  30,  1915. 

[1,  2]  In  its  determination  and  order  of  February,  1913, 
approving  and  authorizing  the  issuance  of  these  additional  bonds, 
the  Commission  was  unanimous.  No  objection  to  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Commission  has  ever  been  raised  by  the  trustee 
of  the  mortgage  (such  trustee  apparently  being  itself  the  owner 
of  a  considerable  amount  of  the  previously  issued  bonds),  or  by 
any  holder  of  bonds  of  the  corporation  other  than  the  complain- 
ant, except  that  after  the  final  presentation  of  the  case  in  Decem- 
ber last,  the  owner  of  one  $1,000  bond  informally  advised  the 
Commission  that  he  was  in  accord  with  the  complainant  herein. 
Upon  the  final  argument,  complainant  urged  that  neither  he  nor 
any  other  individual  bondholders  had  received  notice  of  the  ap- 
plication upon  which  the  order  complained  of  was  based.  No 
such  notice  is  required  by  the  rules  of  practice  of  the  Commis- 
sion, and  a  requirement  therefor  would  manifestly  be  both  un- 
necessary and  impracticable.  The  purchaser  of  corporate  bonds 
must  be  presumed  to  have  acquired  his  securities  with  full  knowl- 
edge of  the  terms  of  the  mortgage  under  which  issuance  of  ad- 
ditional bonds  may  from  time  to  time  be  made,  such  issuance 
in  this  case  being  plainly  conditioned  aIon«  upon  the  require- 
ments of  the  corporation  as  determined  by  its  directors  and 
approved  by  this  Commission.  The  requirements  of  the  corpo- 
ration having  been  thus  determined  and  duly  certified  to  the 
trustee  of  the  mortgage  as  therein  provided,  and  this  Commia- 
sion,  after  examination  and  upon  the  recommendation  of  its 
engineers  and  accountants,  having  duly  approved  such  action,  it 
must  be  deemed  that  the  bonds  have  been  properly  issued,  and 
the  order  must  stand  unless  shown  to  have  been  granted  in  mis- 
apprehension of  essential  facts,  or  there  is  established  in  the 
transaction  a  deliberate  exercise  of  bad  faith  by  the  applicant 
corporation.  A  careful  examination  of  the  record  discloses  no 
such  wrongdoing  on  the  part  of  the  respondent  or  of  its  direo 
tors,  and  no  such  misapprehension  of  facts  by  this  Commissioa 
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in  the  granting  of  the  order  aa  would  oompel  or  justify  its  revo- 
eatioEL 

The  principal  allegations  of  the  complainant  are  that  he  was 
the  owner  by  purchase  of  $6,000  in  amount  of  the  $150,000  of 
bonds  the  issue  of  which  was  authorized  in  the  Commission's 
order  of  1912  aforesaid ;  that  the  proposed  extensions  of  respond- 
ent's mains  from  Babylon  to  Bay  Shore  and  to  Sayville,  to  meet 
the  cost  of  which  the  issuance  of  $134,000  of  additional  bonds 
has  been  authorized,  were  unwisely  and  improvidently  projected, 
and  would  not  prove  remunerative,  and  accordingly  that  the  in- 
cidental burdens  upon  the  corporation  would  impair  the  equity 
of  the  bonds  previously  issued ;  that  the  investment  behind  the 
first  issue  of  bonds  was  not  being  properly  maintained,  the  cor- 
poration designing  to  use  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the  bonds  last 
authorized  in  purchasing  propeii^y  to  replace  certain  of  that 
which  entered  into  the  original  security  but  which  had  been 
retired;  that  the  estimated  costs  of  the  extension  were  largely 
in  excess  of  the  fair  value  of  the  proposed  construction ;  that  the 
respondent  was  selling  gas  to  another  corporation  at  less  than 
cost;  and  that  if  the  estimated  expenditure  should  be  permitted 
it  would  result  in  unjustifiable  profits  to  the  contractors. 

[3]  Bespondent  interposed  a  general  denial  of  all  alleged  im- 
proper and  improvident  acts,  asserted  that  the  proposed  exten- 
sions were  both  wisely  and  necessarily  determined  upon,  and  that 
accordingly  this  Commission  had  acted  properly  in  approving 
the  issuance  of  bonds.  Following  a  hearing,  the  Commission 
caused  examinations  to  be  made  by  its  engineers  and  accountants 
of  the  accounts,  property,  and  affairs  generally  of  the  respondent 
corporation.  These  examinations  disclosed,  and  the  Commission 
has  accordingly  determined,  that  the  respondent  had  retired  cer- 
tain property  without  adequately  recognizing  such  fact  in  its  ac- 
count&  The  adjustments  required  properly  to  correct  the  ac- 
counts of  the  corporation  incidental  to  such  determination  are 
embodied  in  concrete  form  in  the  final  report  of  the  Commis- 
sion's division  of  capitalization  made  under  date  of  December 
10,  1914;  and  the  recommendations  in  that  report,  with  the 
exception  of  the  proposed  credit  to  fixed  capital  of  $1,312.94, 
which  represents  10  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  respondent  cor- 
poration's materials  used  by  the  contractors,  should  be  forthwith 
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adopted  by  the  respondent  and  incorporated  in  its  accounts.  The 
report  of  the  Commission's  experts  and  accountants,  and  the 
conclusions  therein  expressed  as  to  the  precise  adjustments  in 
the  accounts  of  the  respondent  which  are  required  properly  and 
adequately  to  cover  this  matter  of  replacements,  are  understood 
to  be  satisfactory  to  the  complainant  except  as  to  the  accounting 
of  the  so-called  "contractors'  profit"  on  the  construction  work 
done  for  the  company.  This  "contractors'  profit"  was  specifical- 
ly called  to  the  Commission's  attention  after  the  hearings  in  the 
case.  The  respondent's  practice  has  apparently  been  to  procure 
practically  all  of  its  construction  work  done  by  the  E.  L.  Phillips 
Company  at  labor  and  materials  cost  plus  10  per  cent,  although 
in  a  few  cases  the  work  has  been  done  for  lump  sums  and  some 
of  the  gas  mains  were  laid  at  so  much  per  foot.  The  percentage 
mentioned  has  been  characterized  as  "contractors'  profit;"  but 
the  term  is  a  misnomer,  inasmuch  as  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  equivalent  amount  of  the  10  per  cent  charge,  which  of  course 
varies  with  the  character  of  the  construction,  merely  reimburses 
the  contractor  for  actual  expenses,  such,  for  example,  as  those 
salaries  and  expenses  of  the  members  of  its  organization  not 
specifically  billed  against  the  work,  use  of  plant  and  organization, 
office  costs,  carrying  cost  of  the  money  invested  in  the  work,  and 
many  other  actually  out-of-pocket  expenditures  which  under  the 
prevailing  force  contracts  would  not  be  specifically  billed  to  the 
company. 

Although  not  alleged  in  the  complaint,  it  has  nevertheless 
been  urged  during  the  progress  of  the  inquiry  that  the  E.  L. 
Phillips  Company  either  controls  or  is  controlled  by  the  respond- 
ent corporation.  We  find  no  proof  of  any  such  relationship. 
So  far  as  the  Commission  has  been  able  to  ascertain  from  an 
examination  of  the  books  of  the  construction  company  and  from 
the  reports  and  records  of  the  respondent  and  of  certain  kindred 
corporations,  the  respondent  does  not  own  any  stock  of  the  E.  L. 
Phillips  Company,  nor  does  the  latter  own  any  stock  of  the 
respondent  corporation.  Apparently^  all  that  can  be  urged  in 
support  of  such  alleged  "control"  is  comprised  in  the  fact  that 
E.  L.  Phillips,  who  is  the  president  of  the  E.  L.  Phillips  Com- 
pany, and  certain  of  his  associates  in  various  lighting  companies 
operating  in  Long  Island,  together  own  rather  more  than  four 
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fifths  of  the  stock  of  the  respondent  corporation,  Phillips'  indi- 
vidual holdings  of  such  stock  being  less  than  one  half  thereof. 
Nevertheless,  in  verifying  the  charges  to  the  fixed  capital  ac- 
counts of  the  respondent  in  connection  with  the  complaint,  the 
Commission's  experts  examined  carefully  the  books  of  the  E.  L, 
Phillips  Ciompany,  which  were  freely  put  at  their  disposition, 
so  far  as  they  related  to  the  construction  work  which  that  cor- 
poration did  for  the  respondent.  In  the  course  of  such  examina- 
tion it  became  manifest  that  even  if  there  existed  any  undis- 
closed affiliations  between  the  two  companies,  the  construction 
company  has  not  taken  advantage  of  any  incidental  opportunity 
to  reap  an  undue  profit  upon  its  contract  work.  The  lump-sum 
contracts  made  between  these  two  companies  do  not  disclose 
mireasonable  profits  to  the  construction  company;  while,  as 
expressly  reported  by  the  Commission's  engineer  [report  of 
October  8,  1914],  "the  item  of  10  per  cent  in  addition  to  direct 
labor  and  materials  seems  to  be  entirely  reasonable,  and  will 
probably  allow  the  contracting  company  very  little,  if  any, 
profit." 

Moreover,  in  considering  this  arrangement  with  the  E.  L. 
Phillips  Company,  it  is  properly  to  be  noticed  that  an  examina- 
tion by  the  Commission  of  the  property  and  accounts  of  the 
respondent  covering  the  period  ended  November  30,  1911,  dis- 
closed the  fact  that  down  to  that  date  the  respondent's  operations 
had  resulted  in  a  substantial  deficit ;  and  that  as  it  subsequently 
appeared,  since  the  date  mentioned  and  down  to  the  year  1914, 
the  corporation  continued  to  operate  at  an  annual  deficit.  In 
view  of  these  facts  it  may  fairly  be  doubted  whether,  without  the 
assistance  of  the  construction  company,  the  respondent  corpora- 
tion would  have  been  able  to  readily  dispose  of  its  bonds  upon  as 
favorable  a  basis  as  87  per  cent  of  par,  and  to  provide  such  exten- 
sions, additions,  and  betterments  as  were  considered  essential 
to  its  proper  development. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  although  this  Commission  has  repeated- 
ly and  consistently  discouraged  l3ie  creation  of  construction  com- 
panies to  undertake  the  work  of  extensions  and  additions  of 
public  service  corporations  which  either  directly  or  indirectly 
own  or  control  such  construction  companies  respectively,  and  has 
invariably  refused  to  sanction  capitalization  by  operating  com^ 
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panies  of  so-called  "profits"  to  such  a  construction  company 
where  the  transaction  appeared  in  the  slightest  degree  quiestion- 
able^  we  find  nothing  improper  or  objectionable  in  the  relations 
thus  far  disclosed  between  the  corporations  under  consideration 
in  this  case,  or  in  the  so-called  "contractors'  profit"  of  10  per 
cent  on  direct  labor  and  materials  paid  to  the  E.  L.  Phillips  Com- 
pany to  cover  its  other  legitimate  and  necessary  outlay  above  men- 
tioned. 

[4]  In  further  support  of  his  contention  that  rights  of  the 
owners  of  bonds  previously  issued  were  being  jeopardized  by 
the  respondent  corporation  through  its  improvident  and  improper 
policy  of  speculative  extension  and  construction,  the  complainant 
referred  particularly  to  the  extensions  of  the  mains  of  the  co]> 
poration  from  Bay  Shore  to  Babylon,  and  from  Bay  Shore  to 
Sayville.  Before  the  company  was  authorized  to  issue  bonds  to 
provide  for  the  cost  of  such  extensions,  the  matter  was  inquired 
into  by  the  Commission's  engineer,  whose  report  upon  the  project 
was  entirely  favorable,  his  recommendation  being  that  the  com- 
pany should  be  allowed  to  make  the  proposed  extensions  and  pay 
for  the  same  with  the  proceeds  of  bonds.  If  the  improvement  in 
the  income  of  the  corporation  during  the  past  three  years  is  at 
all  indicative,  the  recommendation  of  the  engineer,  upon  which 
the  order  of  the  Commission  was  largely  based,  appears  to  have 
been  justified,  and  the  determination  of  the  respondent  to  make 
the  extensions  seems  to  have  been  wise  and  timely.  The  respond- 
ent's operations  during  the  calendar  year  1912  resulted  in  a  loss 
of  $2,500,  and  for  the  year  1913  the  loss  was  $1,163 ;  but  in  1914 
there  resulted  a  profit  of  $4,025.  Moreover,  it  is  not  to  be  ac- 
cepted as  an  invariably  controlling  principle  that,  unless  it  can 
be  absolutely  and  unquestionably  demonstrated  that  proposed  ex- 
tensions of  mains  will  prove  immediately  remunerative,  the  en- 
terprise should  not  be  undertaken.  Under  such  a  doctrine  much 
of  the  most  beneficial  as  well  as  ultimately  profitable  develop- 
ment of  all  kinds  of  transportation  would  never  have  been  pro- 
jected, much  less  carried  out;  because  in  so  many  instances  it  is 
only  at  the  heels  of  a  developed  availability  that  use  is  stimulated 
to  an  extent  which  will  make  the  enterprise  profitable.  This 
conclusion  does  not  in  the  slightesit  degree  conflict  with  the  de- 
cision of  this  Commission  in  Be  Rochester  Corning  Elmira 
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Traction  Co,  1  R  S.  C.  R  (2d  Dist  N.  T.)  pp.  166  and  187, 
cited  by  the  complaiBaiity  in  which  was  involyed  the  probaUe 
earning  capacity  of  a  brand  new  enterprise  in  its  entirety,  rather 
than  as  in  the  present  case  the  immediate  earning  power  of  a 
single  extension  of  an  enterprise  already  under  way.  Determi- 
nation of  the  far-reaching  questions  involved  in  the  problems  of 
extensions  is  properly  intrusted  to  the  discretion  of  the  directors 
of  the  enterprise;  and  unless  manifestly  exercised  in  bad  faith^ 
or  at  least  in  plain  disregard  of  the  rights  either  of  the  public  or 
the  owners  of  the  ^iterprise,  the  discretion  of  the  directors  should 
not  be  overruled  by  this  Commission,  which  in  the  exercise  of  its 
regulative  functions  is  not  called  upon  in  questions  of  corporate 
administration,  like  that  under  consideration,  to  substitute  its 
own  point  of  view  for  that  of  those  directly  responsible  to  the 
owners  of  the  property  and  to  the  public. 

In  view  of  the  favorable  change  in  the  results  of  its  operations, 
the  contention  that  respondent's  contract  with  the  South  Shore 
Gas  Company  of  Babylon  for  the  sale  of  gas  to  the  latter  at  60 
cents  per  M  cu.  ft.  was  a  discrimination  against  the  selling  com- 
pany seems  not  borne  out  by  the  facts.  In  computing  the  cost 
of  this  gas  at  prices  ranging  from  $1.01  to  $2.36  per  M  cu.  ft, 
complainant  has  included  many  irrelevant  element  costs  which 
need  not  be  discussed  here. 

In  the  recently  filed  brief  the  complainant  expresses  embarrass- 
ment because  in  the  final  presentation  of  this  case  a  former  mem- 
ber of  this  Commission  appeared  as  counsel  for  the  respondent. 
When  this  fact  was  brought  to  his  attention  the  gentleman  in 
question  immediately  withdrew  from  the  case,  and  with  the  con- 
sent of  this  Conunission  recalled  a  memorandum  brief  which  he 
had  filed,  which  brief,  as  it  happened,  had  not  then  been  con- 
sidered or  read  by  the  Commission  or  any  member  thereof.  It 
may  properly  be  observed  that  the  suggestion  in  complainant's 
brief  was  the  first  intimation  of  an  objection  to  the  appearance  in 
question.  In  the  light  of  the  event  there  cannot  be  the  slightest 
doubt  that,  if  objection  had  been  made  at  the  hearing,  the  ap- 
pearance would  not  have  been  entered. 

The  application  should  be  denied  and  an  order  entered  to  that 
effect. 


An  concur. 
P.U.R.19ieC. 
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PAUL  SMITH'S  HOTEL  COMPANY 

V. 

MOUNTAIN-  HOME  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  5194.] 

Public  utilities '-' JurUdiction  ^  Hotel  company  operating  telephone 
system. 

1.  The  New  York  CommiBsion  has  jurisdiction  ofver  a  hotel  com- 
pany operating  for  hire  a  telephone  system  valued  at  $21,000,  charging 
a  monthly  rental  to  general  subscribers,  and  having  special  arrange- 
ments with  others.  * 

Public  utilities '-' Effect  of  failure  to  submit  to  jurisdiction. 

2.  A  company  operating  a  telephone  system  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  New  York  Commission  cannot  claim  rights  as  a  private 
subscriber  of  another  company,  merely  because  it  has  not  complied  with 
the  law  governing  telephone  corporations. 

Telephones -^Jurisdiction  of  Commission -^  Physical  connection  and 
joint  rates. 

3.  The  New  York  Commi^^lon  cannot  compel  the  continuance  of 
service  under  the  terms  of  an  expired  contract  between  telephone  com- 
panies for  physical  connection  and  joint  rates. 

[January  25,  1916.] 

Petition  for  an  order  requiring  the  Mountain  Home  Tele- 
phone Company  to  continue  service  to  Paul  Smith's  Hotel  Com- 
pany at  joint  rates  specified  in  an  expired  contract;  dismissed. 

V  By  the  Commission :  The  Paul  Smith's  Hotel  Company  is  a 
corporation  conducting  a  hotel,  store,  mills,  and  a  farm,  and  rent- 
ing and  selling  cottages,  camp  sites,  and  other  lands  in  and  about 
the  towns  of  Brighton  and  Harrietstown,  in  Franklin  county. 
About  twenty-five  years  ago  it  established  a  telephone  exchange 
with  its  switch  board  at  Paul  Smith's  hotel.  At  the  present  time 
this  system  embraces  telephones  in  the  hotel  and  other  buildings 
occupied  by  the  company,  telephones  in  cottages  owned  by  others, 
a  line  connected  with  the  estate  of  William  Bockefeller  10  miles 
distant,  a  line  to  the  estate  of  Mr.  Skinner  13  miles  distant,  and 
a  line  to  Bloomingdale  village  11  miles  distant  There  is  also  a 
line  to  Saranac  Lake,  connecting  there  with  the  switch  board  of 
the  Mountain  Home  Telephone  Company.    In  all  there  are  about 
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one  hundred  telephones  on  the  Paul  Smith  line.  In  1905  a  eon- 
tract  was  entered  into  with  the  Hudson  River  Telephone  Com- 
pany, the  predecessor  of  the  Mountain  Home  company,  for  an 
interchange  of  business.  The  contract  provided  for  rates  on 
toll  messages  which,  except  within  a  limited  district,  were  to  be 
35  cents  higher  than  the  toll  rate  to  Saranac  Lake.  This  25  cents 
was  the  portion  of  the  joint  rate  to  be  received  by  the  complain- 
ant. The  contract  by  its  terms  was  to  endure  five  years^  with  an 
option  of  renewal  for  another  five.  It  was  renewed,  and  the  ex- 
tended term  came  to  an  end  August  4,  1915.  The  Mountain 
Home  Telephone  Company  refuses  to  make  a  new  agreement  on 
the  same  terms,  but  insists,  as  a  condition  of  further  interchange 
of  business,  upon  a  contract  which  the  complainant  contends  is 
harsh  and  arbitrary  in  several  particulars,  but  especially  that  it 
fixes  joint  rates  and  the  complainant's  proportion  thereof  so  low 
as  to  be  ruinous  to  complainant's  business.  The  complainant 
asks  that  the  respondent  be  required  to  continue  its  service  on 
the  old  terms.  It  is  unnecessary  in  the  view  taken  of  the  case  to 
state  the  proposed  terms  or  consider  the  merits  of  complainant's 
contention* 

[1^  2]  A  hearing  was  held  at  which  the  respondent  sought  a 
dismissal  of  the  complaint  on  the  ground  that  the  Commission 
was  without  jurisdiction.  The  complainant's  witnesses  being 
present,  the  evidence  on  the  part  of  complainant  was  heard,  and 
an  adjournment  taken  reserving  the  question  of  jurisdiction.  On 
the  hearing  it  appeared  by  the  testimony  of  the  president  of  the 
complainant  that  the  complainant  has  property  actually  used  in 
its  telephone  business  of  a  value  exceeding  $21,000;  that  it 
conducts  a  telephone  business  for  hire,  charging  $2  a  month  as 
rental  to  the  general  subscribers,  and  having  special  arrangements 
with  Mr.  Rockefeller  and  Colonel  Skinner.  It  is  therefore  a 
telephone  corporation  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commis- 
sion under  the  definition  contained  in  §  2  (17)  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  law.  It  has  not  in  fact  submitted  itself  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  hais  made  no  reports,  and  has 
filed  no  sdiedoles  of  tariffs ;  but,  being  a  telephone  corporation 
sabject  to  the  judisdiction  of  the  Commission,  it  can  claim  no 
ri^rts  by  Tirtiie  of  its  not  having  done  those  acts  required  by  law 
of  telephone  corporations. 
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[3]  It  is  not  a  subscriber  to  the  Mountain  Home  Telephone 
Company,  but  an  independent  company  seeking  to  maintain 
physical  connection  and  joint  rates  with  that  company.  If  the 
Commission  has  any  authority  in  the  premises  it  must  be  by 
virtue  of  §  97  (3)  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  lavr,  or 
of  §  103  of  the  Transportation  Corporations  law.  The  other  sub- 
divisions of  §  97  apply  in  the  conjunctive  and  disjunctive  to  tele- 
graph corporations  and  telephone  corporations.  Subdivision  3 
provides  that  the  Commission  shall  have  power  by  order  to 
require  any  two  or  more  telegraph  corporations  using  lines 
forming  a  continuous  line  of  communication,  or  which  could  be 
made  so  to  do  by  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  suitable 
connections  or  transfer  of  messages  at  common  points,  between 
different  localities  which  are  not  reached  by  the  line  of  either 
company  alone,  to  establish  through  lines  within  the  state  be- 
tween two  or  more  such  localities,  and  joint  rates  or  charges  for 
service  by  or  over  said  lines.  It  will  be  observed  that  this  pro- 
vision relates  only  to  telegraph  corporations,  while  all  otiier  pro- 
visions of  the  section  relate  also  to  telephone  corporations.  The 
omission  of  telephone  corporations  could  not  be  accidental,  and 
as  a  matter  of  history  it  was  not  accidental.  Section  103  of  the 
Transportation  Corporations  law  is  now  as  follows : 

Section  103.  Transmission  of  Despatches. — Every  such  cor- 
poration shall  receive  despatches  from  and  for  other  telegraph  or 
telephone  lines  or  corporations,  and  from  and  for  any  individual, 
and  on  payment  of  the  usual  charges  by  individuals  for  transmit- 
ting despatches  as  established  by  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
such  corporation,  transmit  the  same  with  impartiality  and  good 
faith  and  in  the  erder  in  which  they  are  received,  and  if  it  neg- 
lects or  refuses  so  to  do,  it  shall  pay  $100  for  every  such  refusal 
or  neglect  to  the  person  or  persons  sending  or  desiring  to  send 
any  such  despatch  and  entitled  to  have  the  same  so  transmitted, 
but  arrangements  may  be  made  with  the  proprietors  or  publishers 
of  newspapers  for  the  transmission  for  publication  of  intelli- 
gence of  general  and  public  interest  out  of  its  regular  order. 

It  was  enacted  many  years  before  the  Public  Service  Commia- 

sions  law,  and  applied  originally  only  to  telegraph  lines.    It  has 

been  repeatedly  construed  as  a  penalty  statute  solely^  and  cannot 

be  construed  to  confer  upon  the  Commission  authority  to  compel 
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Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


PAUL  SMITH'S  HOTEL  CO.  ▼.  MOUNTAIN  HOME  TELEPH.  CO.  SI 

tiie  acts  the  failure  to  perform  which  are  thereby  penalized. 
Moreover,  it  only  requires  the  transmission  of  despatches,  and 
does  not  require  physical  connection  or  joint  rates.  The  con- 
dusion  is  inevitable  that,  however  meritorious  the  complainant^s 
demand  may  be,  the  Commission  is  without  authority  of  law  to 
enforce  compliance.    It  is  therefore 

Ordered  that  the  complaint  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  dis- 
missed. 


KEW  YORK  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIOX,  SECOKB  DISTRICT. 

m  BE  LONG  ISLAND  BAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[No.  246;  Case  No.  1080.] 

Security  issues'^  Adjournment  of  hearing -^ Duty  of  Commissions  in 
general. 

1.  Commissiona  should  give  applleaiionB  relatiag  to  the  issuance  of 
•eenrities  the  earliest  attention  possible. 

Security  iaeueS'^Adjoumm^nt  of  hearing '-' Minority  stockholders* 
suit. 

2.  A  hearing  upon  the  application  of  a  railroad  company  for  per- 
mission to  issue  securities  to  refund  indebtedness  to  another  company  for 
capital  expenditures  will  not  be  adjourned,  pending  the  determination  of 
a  minority  stockholder's  accounting  suit  affecting  part  of  the  indebted- 
ness, where  such  stockholders  have  failed  to  show  to  the  Commission 
that  the  indebtedness  was  not  properly  incurred  or  that  the  method  <^ 
liquidation  is  improper,  sinoe  such  an  adjournment  would  be  tanta- 
mount to  an  injunction,  a  relief  which  sl^ould  and  could  be  obtained 
from  the  court  if  complainant's  interests  were  likely  to  be  jeopardized 
by  the  issuance  of  the  securities  asked  for. 

[February  3,  1916.] 

Motion  for  adjoumnient  of  deteorminatioix  of  application  for 
an  order  axrthorisdng  the  Long  Island  Bailroad  Company  to  i^ 
sne  debentures  not  to  exceed  $16^500^000  in  amount  pnranant 
to  §  55  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  law,  pending  determi- 
nation of  a  minority  stockholders'  suit  in  equity ;  denied. 

Appearances:  Joseph  P.  Eeany  and  Alfred  A.  Gardner  for 

petitioner.    Kellogg  &  Kose  (by  Abram  J.  Eose  and  Alfred  C. 

Pette)  for  Dick  Brothers  &  Company,  stockholders  in  the  Long 

Island  Railroad  Company. 
P.u.R.imcc.  6 
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Van  Santvoord,  Chairman:  Under  date  of  August  22,  1913, 
the  Long  Island  Bailroad  Company  applied  to  this  Commission 
for  approval  of  an  issue  of  $2,94:2,059.84  in  amount  of  its  4  per 
cent  ten-year  debentures  at  par,  to  be  delivered  to  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company  in  payment  for  advances  from  the  last- 
mentioned  corporation  to  the  applicant  corporation,  which  ad- 
vances had  been  expended  for  capital  account  during  the  calendar 
year  1911 ;  and  under  date  of  August  13,  1914,  applied  for  simi- 
lar approval  of  an  issue  of  $3,986,319.63  in  amount  of  its  said 
debentures,  to  be  delivered  to  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany in  payment  for  advances  to  the  amount  mentioned  from 
that  corporation  for  capital  expenditures  by  the  applicant  during 
the  calendar  year  1912.  The  relief  prayed  for  in  these  petitions 
was  subsequently  enlarged  by  the  applicant  corporation  so  as  to 
include  approval  of  an  additional  issue  of  $6,866,818.01  of  said 
debentures,  to  be  used  in  the  liquidation  of  a  similar  indebtedness 
to  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  incurred  through  ad- 
vances for  capital  expenditures  down  to  June  30,  1914;  making 
a  total  amount  of  debentures  thus  proposed  to  be  issued  of  $12,- 
996,356.49. 

The  aforesaid  applications  were  supplemental  to  similar  ap- 
plications whioh  had  theretofore  been  made  by  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  for  approval  of  the  issue  of  approximately 
$6,000,000  of  said  debentures  to  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company  in  liquidation  of  the  applicant  corporation's  indebted- 
ness to  said  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  for  advances 
made  to  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  by  the  latter 
expended  for  capital  account  down  to  December  31,  1910,  which 
applications  had  been  duly  granted  by  this  Commission. 

Before  passing  upon  the  pending  application,  the  Commission 
directed  its  division  of  capitalization  and  its  engineers  to  examine 
the  accounts  and  property  of  the  petitioner,  and  report  the  ad- 
ditions and  betterments  which  it  had  made  since  July  1,  1907,  as 
of  which  date  the  general  accounting  order  of  the  Commission, 
commonly  spoken  of  as  the  "Uniform  System  of  Accounts,"  had 
become  effective.  This  necessitated  an  analysis  by  the  examin- 
ers of  over  $25,000,000  of  expenditures  on  the  property,  and 
examination  by  the  engineers  of  the  property  represented  by  such 
expenditures.     These  examinations,  which  were  exhaustive,  in- 
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eluded  a  careful  analysia  of  the  accounting  methods  of  the  com- 
panv  to  ascertain  whether  such  methods  resulted  in  correct  dis- 
tributions of  said  expenditures  between  capital  and  expenses. 
Similarly,  the  accounting  for  the  equipment  was  carefully  in- 
quired into,  to  ascertain  whether  retirements  had  been  properly 
recognized,  and  also  whether  adequate  accruals  for  depreciation 
were  being  made. 

The  result  of  these  examinations  as  embodied  in  the  engineer's 
report  nnder  date  of  April  26,  1915,  and  the  report  of  the  divi- 
sion of  capitalization  under  date  of  December  27,  1915,  con- 
vinced this  Commission  that  after  making  all  proper  adjustments 
in  its  accounts  as  required  by  the  uniform  system  of  accounts 
and  set  forth  in  the  report  last  above  mentioned,  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  had  expended  between  January  1,  1911,  and 
June  30,  1914  (the  period  covered  by  the  pending  applications 
for  reimbursement),  the  sum  of  $11,996,356.49  for  additions 
and  betterments  to  its  property;  and  had,  furthermore,  paid  in- 
stalments on  its  equipment  trust  to  the  amount  of  $1,000,000, 
making  a  total  of  $12,996,356.49,  which  had  thus  been  expended 
for  capital  purposes. 

Examination  of  the  books  and  property  of  the  applicant  cor- 
poration and  its  acceptance  in  full  of  the  accounting  requirements 
of  this  Commission  having  been  thus  satisfactorily  accamplisbed, 
and  the  said  reports  plainly  indicating  that  the  applicant  corpo- 
ration had  actually  expended  the  sum  of  money  last  mentioned 
for  Intimate  capital  purposes,  and  was  accordingly  entitled  to 
issue  a  like  amount  of  its  securities  for  the  purpose  of  liquidat- 
ing its  obligations  incurred  in  making  such  expenditure,  no  for- 
mal hearing  upon  the  application  became  necessary  or  was  re- 
quired under  the  rules  of  practice  and  in  the  ordinary  procedure 
of  this  Commission. 

[1,  2]  But  under  date  of  January  16,  1915,  Messrs.  Dick 
Brothers  &  CcHnpany  of  IS'ew  York,  in  behalf  of  about  80  per 
cent  of  the  outstanding  stock  of' the  Long  Island  Railroad  Con^ 
pany,  had  informally  protested  to  this  Commission  against  the 
alleged  improper  control  by  die  Pennsylvania  Kailroad  Company 
of  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company,  and  against  the  approval 
by  this  Commission  of  any  increase  in  the  indebtedness  of  said 
the  Long  Island  Bailroad  Company  either  by  sales  of  securities 
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to  the  public,  or  by  the  procuring  of  loans  from  the  Pennsylvania 
Kailroad  Company  without  notice  to  this  Commission,  to  the 
end  that  said  minority  interests  might  appear  before  the  Commis- 
sion and  protect  its  rights.  Under  date  of  January  21,  1915^ 
said  Dick  Brothers  &  Company  were  accordingly  advised  by  this 
Commission  of  the  pendency  of  the  first  above-mentioned  appli- 
cations by  the  Long  Island  Kailroad  Company  for  authority  to 
issue  debentures,  etc.,  to  the  amount  of  $7,000,000  approximate- 
ly, and  were  also  advised  that  they  would  receive  reasonable  no- 
tice of  hearing  upon  such  applications;  and  on  January  17, 1916^ 
they  were  finaUy  notified  of  the  facts  and  conclusions  above 
recited,  and  advised  that  if  they  desired  an  opportunity  to  make 
any  presentation  to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  the  pend* 
ing  applications  and  before  a  final  disposition  thereof  a  hearing 
would  be  fixed  for  the  28th  of  that  month.  They  were  further  ad- 
vised that  the  above-mentioned  reports  were  available  for  exami- 
nation. 'No  objection  was  made  to  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing^ 
but  when  the  case  was  called  counsel  for  Dick  Brothers  &  Com- 
pany appeared  and  asked  for  an  adjournment  upon  the  following 
grounds : 

That  an  action  had  been  commenced  by  Dick  Brothers  &  Com- 
pany on  behalf  of  the  minority  stockholders  of  the  Long  Island 
Railroad  Company  against  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
and  others,  in  which  the  following  relief  is  sought: 

1.  An  accounting  by  the  directors  of  the  management  and 
affairs  of  the  company  and  of  all  moneys  spent  in  alleged  im- 
provements and  betterments  since  the  year  1901. 

2.  The  cancelation  of  an  indebtedness  of  $27,000,000  for  mon- 
eys advanced  by  the  Pennsylvania  Company  to  the  Long  Island 
Company  for  improvements  and  betterments  which  it  is  claimed 
were  made  in  the  interests  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

3.  The  cancelation  of  an  agreement  between  the  Pennsylvania 
Tunnel  ft  Terminal  Railroad  Company  (a  subsidiary  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company)  and  the  Long  Island  Company 
for  the  use  of  the  tunnel  into  the  Pennsylvania  Station  at  Thirty- 
fourth  street,  and  the  use  of  such  station,  under  which  agreement 
passengers  are  carried  into  said  station  by  the  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company  at  a  losa 
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4.  Aji  aceoimting  cf  all  moneys,  amountiiig  to  approximately 
$10,000,000,  expended  in  the  improvement  of  the  so-called  Bay 
Bidge  Branch,  which  improvement  has  been  made  largely,  if  not 
eailrely,  for  the  benefit  of  the  ITew  York  Connecting  Bailroad 
Company,  in  which  the  Peoonsylvftnia  Railroad  Company  and  the 
'New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company  are  equal 
owners  of  the  stock,  and  the  restitution  to  the  Long  Island  Com- 
pany of  the  moneys  spent  in  carrying  out  such  improvements. 

5.  The  removal  of  the  directors  of  the  liOng  Island.  Company 
who  are  also  directors  of  the  Pennsylvania  and  constitute  a  ma- 
jority of  said  board. 

6.  The  restoration  of  the  Long  Island  to  its  status  as  an  inde- 
pendent company,  and  not  merely  a  subsidiary  of  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company. 

It  was  finally  urged  that  in  the  opinion  of  counsel  the  facts 
developed  on  examinations  before  trial  of  officers  of  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company  and  the  Long  Island  Railroad  Com- 
pany fully  justify  the  institution  of  said  action,  and  that  if  plain- 
tiflFs  should  be  successful  and  should  obtain  substantially  the  re- 
lief sought  the  effect  would  be  to  relieve  the  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company  of  at  least  a  portion  of  the  large  indebtedness 
which  has  been  incurred  by  it  during  the  past  fifteen  years,  in- 
<:Inding  the  $27,000,000  advanced  to  it  by  the  Pennsylvania 
Railroad  Company,  to  cover  a  portion  of  which  advances  the  pro- 
posed debentures  now  under  consideration  are  to  be  issued. 

No  testimony  was  offered,  nor  opportimity  requested  to  pre- 
sent any  testimony  upon  the  vital  questions  before  this  Commis- 
sion; namely,  whether  the  applicant  corporation  has  actually 
and  properly  expended  the  sum  alleged  for  capital  account,  and 
whether  its  pressed  method  of  liquidating  the  incidental  in- 
debtedness is  reasonable  and  proper.  Xor  was  it  contended  that, 
if  sueoessful  in  its  suit,  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff  would  be 
jeopardized  or  in  any  degree  affected  by  reason  of  a  present  issue 
of   debentures  by  the  applicant  corporation  as  proposed. 

Tender  these  circumstances  the  Commission  can  find  no  ade- 
quate reason  for  granting  an  adjournment  of  this  proceeding  un- 
til the  supreme  court  action  shall  have  been  tried  and  disposed  of. 
[Matters  relating  to  the  issue  of  securities  for  capital  or  otlier 

lawful  purposes,  which  under  the  statute  corporations  are  com* 
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pelled  to  submit  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  its  approv- 
al, are  entitled  to  the  earliest  attention  which  in  the  proper  exer- 
cise of  both  its  duty  and  discretion  the  Commission  finds  it  pos- 
sible to  accord.]  In  the  present  case,  by  force  of  circumstances 
nearly  three  years  have  elapsed'  since  the  initial  application  was 
filed.  And  now  at  the  close  of  a  laborious  and  painstaking  in- 
quiry by  the  Commission,  and  when  the  applicant  corporation 
has  broadly  accepted  and  complied  with  all  the  accounting  and 
other  requirements  of  the  Commission,  which  has  accordingly 
determined  that  the  relief  prayed  for  properly  may  and  should  be 
granted,  minority  stockholders  request  that  action  shall  be  de- 
layed, and  relief,  to  which,  upon  all  the  facts  which  it  is  the 
province  of  the  Commission  to  ascertain,  the  applicant  corpora- 
tion is  at  once  entitled,  shall  be  withheld  until  the  determination 
of  a  complicated  equity  suit,  the  result  of  which  could  not  pos- 
sibly either  affect  or  be  affected  by  present  approval  of  the  appli- 
cation. The  record  discloses  that  plaintiff  in  the  equity  suit  has 
had  knowledge  for  more  than  a  year  of  the  proposed  issue  of 
debentures  by  the  applicant  corporation,  which  is  a  defendant  in 
that  suit.  The  conclusion  is  irresistible  that  plaintiff  would  long 
since  have  applied  to  the  supreme  court  for  a  restraining  order  if 
really  convinced  that  it  was  entitled  to  such  relief  and  that  other- 
wise its  rights  would  be  impaired.  No  such  relief  having  been 
sought  from  the  court  in  which  the  suit  is  pending,  upon  what 
possible  line  of  reasoning  can  it  be  predicated  that  this  Commis- 
sion should  now,  by  granting  an  application  for  adjournment,  do 
that  which  would  practically  operate  as  a  restraining  order  ?  The 
functions  of  a  court  of  equity  are  no  part  of  the  constitution  of 
this  Commission,  which  is  a  regulative  body  acting  within  pre- 
cisely defined  bounds,  and  whose  broad  discretionary  powers 
should  never  be  abused  by  an  act  which  in  its  direct  consequences 
would  be  tantamount  to  the  exercise  of  a  fundamental  authority 
which  has  never  been  conferred  upon  it. 

All  concur. 
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NEW  YORK  PUBLIC  SBRVICE  COMMISSIOX,  SECOND  DISTRICT. 

IN  EE  ALLEN  P.  BARTHOLOMEW. 

[Case  No.  5326.] 

IN  RE  JOHN  J.  NEIL. 
[CMe  No.  6376.J 

[No.  249.] 

Jfonopolff   and  eampetiHon^^  Jurisdiction  ^^  Auto   huB   lines  ^  Rural 
state  Mghu>ays, 

1.  The  New  York  CommiaBioB  cannot  regulate  competition  on  rural 
state  lughways  between  auto  bus  lines  or  between  such  linee  and  other 
carriers,  since  under  the  statute  (transportation  corporations  law  of 
1913,  chapter  495,  §  25,  as  amended  by  Laws  1916,  chapter  667)  it  can 
require  a  certificate  of  conTenience  and  necessity  only  for  operation  in 
cities. 

Monopoly  and  competition'^ Auto  1ms  line ^ Operation  in  city -^ In* 
direct  regulation  of  highumy  operation, 

2.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  an  auto  bus  line 
in  a  city,  as  part  of  a  route  over  a  rural  state  highway,  will  not  be  re- 
fused for  the  purpose  of  indirectly  regulating  competition  on  the  high- 
way that  cannot  be  directly  forbidden. 

Monopoly  and  competition  ^^  Auto  &u«  lines  ^^  Terminal  operation  in 
eUy. 

3.  In  the  absence  of  authority  to  regulate  competitive  operation  over 
a  rural  state  highway,  certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  will  be 
granted  for  the  terminal  operation  of  auto  bus  lines  in  a  city  as  parts 
of  competitive  operation  over  such  highway,  although  one  line  can  give 
sufficient  service,  where  the  city  consents  to  the  operation  and  the  car- 
riers enjoy  considerable  patronage. 

[February  16,  1916.] 

Applications  of  Allen  P.  Bartholomew  and  John  J.  Neil  for 
certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  auto  bus  lines  in 
Geneva  as  part  of  the  competitive  operation  over  the  state  high- 
way to  Penn  Yan;  granted. 

Appearances:  'N.  D.  Lapham  for  petitioner  in  case  IsTo.  5326 
and  in  opposition  to  petitioner  in  case  Ifo.  5376;  Allen.  P.  Bar- 
tholomev«r  in  person;  E.  C.  Smith  and  George  I.  Teter  for  peti- 
tioner in  case  No.  5376  and  in  opposition  to  petitioner  in  case 
Xo.  5326;  J.  J.  ISTeil  in  person;  Harris,  Havens,  Beach,  &  Mat- 
3on  (by  D.  M.  Beach,  F.  H.  Parker,  and  Mr.  Bacon)  for  the 
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New  York  Central  Railroad  Company,  in  opposition  to  both 
petitioners;  John  A.  Matthews  for  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company,  in  opposition  to  both  petitioners,  and  H.  S.  Tipton; 
Lyster  G.  Bayly  for  the  State  Department  of  Highways. 

[1-3]  Irvine,  Commissioner:  These  are  separate  applications 
for  certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  operation  of 
auto  bus  lines  in  the  city  of  Geneva.  The  purpose  of  each  is  the 
operation  of  a  line  from  the  village  of  Penn  Yan  over  the  same 
state  highway  to  and  into  the  city  of  Geneva.  Both  applicants 
have  obtained  consents  of  the  local  authorities  of  the  city,  and  the 
consent  granted  in  each  case  provides  that  no  local  passengers  or 
property  shall  be  carried  from  any  point  within  the  city  to  any 
other  point  within  the  city.  All  question  of  urban  competition 
between  the  two  applicants  or  with  other  urban  carriers  is  there- 
fore eliminated.  The  applicant  Neil  has  been  operating  his  line 
since  1914  under  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  granted 
in  pursuance  of  §  25  of  the  transportation  coifporations  law  as  it 
existed  prior  to  its  amendment  by  chapter  667  of  the  laws  of 
1915.  The  applicant  Bartholomew  has  not  operated  his  line  in 
the  past. 

By  §  25  of  the  transportation  corporations  law  as  enacted  by 
chapter  495  of  the  Laws  of  1913,  it  was  provided  that — 

"Any  person  or  any  corporation  who  or  which  owns  or  oper- 
ates a  stage  route  or  bus  line  wholly  or  partly  upon  and  along  a 
highway  known  as  a  state  route  or  any  road  or  highway  con- 
structed wholly  or  partly  at  the  expense  of  the  state  or  in,  upon  or 
along  any  highway,  avenue  or  public  place  in  any  city  of  the  first 
class  having  a  population  of  750,000  or  under,  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  included  within  the  meaning  of  the  term  ^common  carrier'  as 
used  in  the  Public  Service  Commissions  law,  and  shall  be  re- 
quired to  obtain  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the 
operation  of  the  route  proposed  to  be  operated,  and  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  all  the  provisions  of  the  said  law  applicable  to  common 
carriers." 

Chapter  667  of  the  Laws  of  1915  amended  this  section  so  that 
it  now  reads  as  follows : 

"Any  person  or  any  corporation  who  or  which  owns  or  operates 
a  stage  route,  bus  line  or  motor  vehicle  line  or  route  or  vehicles 
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described  in  the  next  succeeding  section  of  this  act  wholly  or 
partly  npon  and  along  any  street,  avenue  or  public  place  in  any 
city  shall  be  deemed  to  be  included  within  the  meaning  of  the  term 
'common  carrier*  as  used  in  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
law,  and  shall  be  required  to  obtain  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  for  the  operation  of  the  route  or  vehicles  proposed 
to  be  operated,  and  shall  be  subject  to  all  the  provisions  of  the 
said  law  applicable  to  common  carriers.'* 

By  virtue  of  this  amendment,  the  requirement  of  a  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  operation  of  a  route  upon  or 
along  state  routes  or  roads  or  highways  constructed  wholly  or 
partly  at  the  expense  of  the  state  was  absolutely  abolished,  and 
a  certificate  is  now  required  only  for  routes  or  vehicles  operating 
wholly  or  partly  upon  and  along  streets,  avenues,  or  public  places 
in  any  city.  It  follows  that  each  of  these  applicants  has  an  abso- 
lute right  to  operate  his  line  in  the  village  of  Penn  Yan  and  along 
the  highway  to  the  city  line  of  Geneva.  No  certificate  is  required 
for  that  purpose,  and  the  Commission  has  no  control  over  such 
operation  and  no  power  to  regulate  competition  between  different 
bus  lines  or  between  bus  lines  and  other  carriers  over  that  por- 
tion of  the  route.  It  would  be  a  usurpation  of  authority,  which 
90  far  as  it  ever  existed  the  legislature  has  taken'  away,  for  the 
Commission  to  use  its  power  of  granting  or  withholding  a  certifi- 
cate to  operate  along  city  streets  for  the  purpose  of  thus  indirectly 
regulating  competition  over  or  along  rural  highways.  It  follows, 
therefore,  that  in  passing  upon  these  cases  the  only  question  pre- 
sented to  the  Commission  is  whether  public  convenience  and  ne- 
cessity require  that  either  or  both  of  these  applicants,  each  with 
the  right  to  bring  passengers  to  the  city  line  and  to  carry  passen- 
gers from  the  city  line  outward,  should  be  permitted  to  bring 
their  passengers  into  the  center  of  the  city  or  to  pick  up  their 
passengers  in  the  center  of  the  city  and  carry  them  over  the 
streets  to  the  city  limits. 

It  is  therefore  unnecessary  and  even  improper  to  consider  as 
a  distinct  proposition  whether  one  line  adequately  serves  or  might 
be  made  adequately  to  serve  the  convenience  of  passengers  be- 
tween Penn  Yan  and  Geneva  or  between  intermediate  points  and 
CJeneva. 

The  local  authorities  of  the  city  of  Geneva,  at  a  public  hearing 
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at  which  each  applicant  appeared  in  opposition  to  the  applica- 
tion of  the  other,  granted  to  each  its  consent  to  operate  over  the 
city  streets.  The  local  authorities  having  control  over  ordinary 
street  traffic^  and  charged  with  the  maintenance  of  the  streets, 
have  therefore  determined  that  the  operation  of  the  two  lines  is 
not  objectionable  as  interfering  with  the  proper  use  and  mainte- 
nance of  the  city  streets.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  applicant 
Neil  has  in  the  past  enjoyed  quite  a  large  patronage.  It  also 
tends  to  show  that  the  applicant  Bartholomew,  if  permitted  to 
operate,  will  probably  enjoy  a  very  considerable  patronage. 
With  the  element  of  rural  competition  eliminated,  it  follows  nec- 
essarily that  each  applicant  should  be  permitted  for  the  conven- 
ience of  his  patrons  to  bring  them  into  the  city  and  to  take  them 
up  within  the  city  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  them  over  the  high- 
way after  he  reaches  the  city  limits.  For  the  foregoing  reasons 
both  certificates  must  be  granted* 

All  concur. 


NBW  YORK  SUPREME  COURT,  APPEIiliATE  DIVISION,  THIRD 

DEPARTMENT. 

NIAGARA  &  ERIE  POWER  COMPANY 

V. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  SECOND  DISTRICT. 

(—  App.  Div.  — ,  166  N.  Y.  Supp.  879.) 

Tawn8^Xl8e  of  highways  ^  Electricity  ^  Con9ent  of  municipal  aU" 
thorities. 

The  town  board,  and  not  the  town  commissioner  of  highways, 
constitutes  the  "municipal  authorities"  within  the  meaning  of  the  New 
York  statute  ( transportaticm  corporations  law,  f  61,  subdiv.  2)  which 
provides  that  electrical  companies  may  erect  poles,  lay  conduits,  main- 
tain wires,  etc.,  in  the  public  streets  and  places  of  the  town  with  the 
oonsent  of  the  "municipal  authorities"  thereof. 

[January  6,  1916.] 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  Sec- 
ond District^  denying  an  electric  company  permission  to  con- 
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Struct  a  line  of  wires  through  the  streets  of  a  town;  order  an- 
nulled. 

Appearances:  Strebel,  Corey,  Tubbs,  &  Beals  (Warren  Tubbs 
of  counsel)  for  plaintiff;  Ledyard  P.  Hale  for  defendant. 

Howard,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  Niagara  &  Erie  Power  Company  is  a  domestic  corporation 
organized  under  the  transportation  corporations  law,  and,  among 
other  things,  is  engaged  in  generating  and  transmitting  elec- 
tricity. This  corporation  made  application  to  the  town  board 
of  Portland,  Chautauqua  county,  for  permission  to  construct 
and  maintain  a  line  of  wires  on  poles  or  in  conduits  through  the 
streets  and  public  places  of  the  town.  This  permission  was 
granted.  The  company  then  petitioned  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission for  permission  to  construct  its  plant  in  the  town.  This 
was  denied  upon  the  sole  ground  that  the  company  had  not 
obtained  the  consent  of  the  town  superintendent  of  highways. 

Subdivision  2  of  §  61  of  the  transportation  corporations  law 
provides  that  a  corporation  like  this  one  may  erect  poles,  lay 
conduits,  maintain  wires,  etc.,  in  the  public  streets  and  places 
of  a  town  with  the  consent  of  the  "mimicipal  authorities"  there- 
of;  so  that  the  question  before  us  is.  Who  are  the  "municipal 
authorities'^  of  a  town  within  the  meaning  of  this  expression? 
What  official  or  officials  did  the  legislature  have  in  mind?  It 
seems  almost  idle  to  reason  about  it^  for  the  result  of  any  course 
of  reasoning  is  little  better  than  a  guess.  The  truth  is,  very 
likely,  that  the  l^slature  did  not  have  any  particular  official 
or  body  in  mind.  It  is  simply  one  of  those  careless,  indefinite 
expressions  which  so  frequently  creep  into  statutes.  But  it  is 
not  so  important  in  this  case  to  discover  the  legislative  intent 
as  to  avoid  a  conflict  of  authority  when  applications  like  the 
one  before  us  are  made.  It  is  desirable  that  the  responsibility  of 
granting  or  refusing  applications  for  franchises  of  this  nature  in 
towns  be  definitely  fixed  and  placed  upon  some  specific  body  or 
official. 

This  question  has  never  been  directly  passed  upon  by  the 
oourts,  so  far  as  we  can  discover,  although  there  have  been 
several  obiter  expressions  pro  and  con.  The  latest,  highest,  and 
znost  authoritative  expression  is  found  in  Famsworth  v.  Boro  Oil 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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&  Gas  Co.  216  N.  Y.  40,  109  K  E.  860.  An  examination  of 
that  case  shows  clearly  that  the  court  of  appeals  considered  that 
the  town  hoard  is  the  ^'municipal  anthorities''  intended  by  the 
statute.    We  quote  from  the  opinion: 

"Such  corporations  are  required  to  obtain  the  consent  of  ^the 
municipal  authorities'  of  the  city,  village,  or  town  in  which  their 
pipes  are  to  be  laid  (transportation  corporations  law,  §  61).  The 
plaintiff  argues,  and  the  defendant  seems  to  concede,  that  the 
'municipal  authorities'  of  a  town  are  the  members  of  the  town 
board.  The  statutes  and  the  decisions  sustain  the  concession 
(citing  cases).  A  corporation  organized  under  the  transportation 
corporations  law  to  manufacture  and  supply  gas  is  not  restricted, 
however,  to  the  sale  of  manufactured  gas.  It  may  deal  in  natural 
gas  also.  Laws  1902,  chap.  596;  Laws  1909,  chap.  219  [Consol. 
Laws,  chap.  63],  §  61.  We  have  thus  a  singular  situation. 
Corporations  dealing  in  natural  gas,  but  organized  under  the 
transportation  corporations  law,  are  told  to  seek  the  consent  of 
the  municipal  authorities;  i.  e.,  the  town  board.  Corporations 
dealing  in  natural  gas,  but  organized  under  the  business  corpora- 
tions law  [Consol.  Laws,  chap.  4],  are  told  to  seek  the  consent 
of  the  commissioner  of  highways,  now  the  town  superintendent 
(highway  law  [Laws  1909,  chap.  30] ;  [Consol.  Laws,  chap. 
25]  §  43).» 

In  addition  to  this  quotation,  all  through  the  opinion  are  ex- 
pressions which  indicate  that  it  is  the  town  board,  not  the  com- 
missioner of  highways,  which,  as  the  court  of  appeals  believes, 
constitutes  the  "mimicipal  authorities"  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute.  In  view  of  this  opinion,  no  matter  if  it  be  obiter  as  to 
this  subject,  we  feel  that  our  decision  should  follow  it;  and  there- 
fore we  hold  that  the  Niagara  &  Erie  Power  Company,  having 
procured  the  consent  of  the  town  board,  did  procure  the  consent 
of  the  proper  "municipal  authorities,"  and  that  the  Public 
Senace  Commission  improperly  denied  its  application. 

The  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  should  be 
annulled,  and  the  matter  remitted  to  the  Commission  for  farther 
action. 

All  concur. 

P.TJ.R.1916C. 
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OKIiAHOMA  CORPORATION  COMMISSION. 

SOUTHERN  OIL  COMPANY 

V. 

TALE  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY. 

[Cause  No.  2412;  Order  No.  1014.] 

tMmerinUnaHon  —  Rates  —  Natural  gas^Sxclxisive  purchase  at  oer- 
iain  rate  for  specified  period. 

1.  A  natural  gas  company  does  not  unreasonably  discriminate  in 
refusing  the  benefit  of  a  low  rate  except  to  patrons  signing  a  three-year 
exclusive  contract,  where  the  same  terms  apply  to  all  users,  and  where 
the  utility  has  made  its  investment  without  a  franchise  'and  without  a 
monopoly. 

Sates '•^  Natural    gas  ^  Unreasonableness -^  No    comparison    without 
eimUar  conditions, 

2.  A  natural  gas  industrial  rate  cannot  conclusively  be  shown  to 
be  unreafMmable  by  comparison  with  rates  at  other  points  where  local 
conditions  are  materially  different. 

[January  26,  1916.] 

Complaint  of  the  Southern  Oil  Company  that  the  Tale 
Natural  Gas  Company  unreasonably  discriminates  in  requiring 
the  complainant  to  contract  to  purchase  from  defendant,  at  the 
rate  of  5  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet  for  one  year  and  6  cents  per 
1,000  cubic  feet  for  the  two  following  years,  all  the  natural 
gas  it  will  use,  otherwise  to  pay  8  cents  per  $1,000  cubic  feet 
for  all  gas  used;  dismissed.  There  appeared  to  be  no  discrimi- 
nation, and  there  was  not  sufBcient  evidence  to  determine 
'whether  the  8-cent  rate  was  unreasonable. 

Appearances:  F.  B.  Dillard,  attorney,  and  Geo.  L.  Woodard, 
V.  P.,  for  complainant;  W.  J.  Rowland,  President,  and  W.  H. 
Tippett,  Sec^y-Treas.,  for  defendant. 

[1]  By  titke  Commission:  Complaint  was  filed  by  the  South- 
em  Oil  Corporation  v,  Yale  Natural  Gas  Company,  alleging,  in 
substance,  that  defendant  refused  to  famish  complainant  gas, 
except  under  a  three-year  contract,  whereby  complainant  is 
required  to  pay  6  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  the  first  year 
and  6  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  the  two  following 

years. 
P.U.K.1016G. 
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The  evidence  shows  that  the  complainant  has  constructed 
and  is  preparing  to  operate  a  refinery  for  the  purpose  of  refin- 
ing crude  oil,  or  petroleum,  which  refinery  is  located  close  to 
the  lines  of  the  defendant  company  and  is  near  the  town  of 
Yale  in  Payne  county,  Oklahoma ;  that  the  defendant  is  a  public 
utility  engaged  in  supplying  gas  to  the  public  for  domestic 
and  industrial  consumption;  that  complainant  made  applica- 
tion to  the  defendant  to  supply  it  with  natural  gas,  and  that 
defendant  has  never  refused  to  furnish  natural  gas  as  requested, 
but  has  asked  complainant  to  enter  into  a  contract  whtereby  com- 
plainant agrees  to  purchase  from  defendant,  at  the  rate  of  5 
cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  one  year  and  6  cents  per 
thousand  cubic  feet  for  the  next  two  succeeding  years,  all  the 
natural  gas  used  in  complainant's  refinery  for  a  period  of  three 
years,  otherwise  to  pay  8  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  all 
gas  used. 

Testimony  of  the  defendant,  which  was  not  contradicted  by 
the  complainant,  shows  that  defendant  is  supplying  gas  to  re- 
fineries along  its  lines  near  Yale  and  Gushing  under  contracts 
similar  to  that  offered  to  the  complainant,  or  that  where  the 
applicants  are  not  willing  to  enter  into  a  stipulation  to  purchase 
the  gas  they  use  for  a  three-year  period  from  the  defendant  that 
a  temporary  rate  of  8  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  is  charged. 
Defendant  has  offered  to  furnish  gas  to  complainant  at  8  cents 
per  thousand  cubic  feet,  in  lieu  of  the  rate  offered  in  the  three- 
year  contract. 

The  complainant  alleges  that  defendant  has  no  legal  right 

or  authority  to  attempt  to  force  it  to  enter  into  a  contract  for 

any  specified  time  in  order  to  get  the  low  rate  given  those 

refineries  which  have  entered  into  th^  three-year  contract,  but 

that  defendant  is  legally  bound  to  give  complainant  the  same 

rate  at  all  times  that  it  gives  to  those  purchasing  on  long-time 

contracts,  and  that  the  refui?al  to  do  so  and  the  charging  of  a 

higher   rate  constitutes  a   discrimination.     Defendant,   on  the 

other  hand,  contends  that  it  has  made  a  large  investment  in 

laying  pipe  lines  to  supply  natural  gas,  and  that  this  investment 

should  be  protected  either  by  contracts  covering  a  sufficient  period 

of  time  to  give  defendant  an  opportunity  to  get  some  return 

on  the  money  expended  in  establishing  its  system,  or  by  a  rate 
P.U.R.1910C. 
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for  temporary  consumption  high  enough  to  warrant  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  money  invested  and  the  risk  of  the  coming  into  the 
field  of  competing  systems.  Defendant  states  that  it  is  at  pres- 
ent expending  about  $40,000  in  laying  larger  and  additional 
pipe  lines.  Defendant  also  contends  that  to  furnish  complain- 
ant gas  at  the  same  rate  gas  is  being  furnished  to  holders  of 
the  three-year  contracts  would  amount  to  a  discrimination  against 
both  the  holders  of  the  three-year  contracts  and  the  other  re- 
fineries which  are  paying  the  temporary  rate  of  8  cents  per 
thousand  cubic  feet. 

Complainant  objects  to  the  three-year  contract  for  the  further 
reason  that  it  owns  leases  whereon  it  hopes  in  a  short  time  to 
develop  its  own  supply  of  natural  gas.  The  proposed  contract 
would  also  prevent  complainant  from  purchasing  gas  from  a 
rival  or  competing  company,  even  though  it  could  do  so  at  a 
lower  price,  during  the  three-year  period. 

This  case  presents  an  unusual  situation  in  that  gas  is  not  be- 
ing furnished  under  a  franchise  or  under  conditions  wherein 
the  defendant  has  a  long-time  monopoly  on  the  gas  supplying 
business  of  a  community.  The  defendant  has  no  franchise  or 
charter,  except  in  the  town  of  Yale,  and  has  no  monopoly  except 
in  that  it  is  the  only  gas-supplying  system  in  the  community 
wherein  complainant's  refinery  is  located,  and  in  that  it  has 
control  of  considerable  of  the  gas  supply  of  the  community, 
and  has  contracts  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  three  years  with 
a  large  number  of  the  refineries.  But  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
a  rival  company  extending  a  distributing  system  through  the 
community,  and  oifering  gas  to  complainant  and  to  all  others 
similarly  situated  at  whatever  price  it  might  choose. 

Did  the  defendant,  strictly  speaking,  have  a  monopoly  of  the 
gas-supplying  business  of  the  community  in  question,  the  Com- 
mission would  be  inclined  to  hold  that  defendant  is  not  entitled 
to  oflFer  lower  rates  to  those  corporations  or  persons  who  elect 
to  enter  into  a  three-year  contract.  Were  the  defendant  pro- 
tected by  a  franchise,  and  thereby  given  the  control  of  the  gas- 
supplying  business  for  a  fixed  period  of  time,  there  could  be 
no  good  reason  for  giving  a  different  rate  to  one  class  of  con- 
sumption than  to  another.  In  the  light  of  the  present  situation 
the  Commission  is  inclined  to  hold  that  the  defendant  is  entitled 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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to  take  some  measure  to  protect  its  investment  so  long  as  it  does 
not  practise  an  unjust  or  unreasonable  discrimination. 

The  Commission  will  consider  two  propositions  in  disposing 
of  this  case :  Firsts  whether  or  not  the  terms  offered  to  the  com- 
plainant constitute  an  unreasonable  discrimination;  and,  sec- 
ond, if  not,  whether  the  temporary  rate  of  8  cents  per  thousand 
cubic  feet  is  unreasonable.  The  complainant  has  not  contended 
that  the  rate  offered  by  the  proposed  contract  is  an  unreasonable 
ona 

Discrimination  is  prevented  by  the  laws  of  the  state.  See 
§§18  and  45,  art.  IX.  Constitution;  chapter  79,  Revised  Laws 
1910;  and  §  3,  chapter  93,  Session  Laws  1913.  The  question 
of  discrimination  is  also  discussed  in  P.n.R.1915E,  pages  684r~ 
690;  27  L.R.A.(]Sr.S.)  674;  L.RA.1916D,  917;  L.B.A.1916D, 
page  1086,  and  in  a  legal  opinion  by  Louis  D.  Brandeis  (letter 
to  N.  W.  Ashley,  Esq.,  Toledo,  Ohio,  July  13,  1913).  This 
Commission  has  issued  numerous  orders  directed  against  dis- 
crimination in  the  sale  of  various  commodities. 

The  cases  which  have  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
Commission  do  not  hold  that  a  practice  similar  to  the  one  in 
use  by  the  defendant  constitutes  discrimination. 

The  general  rule  laid  down  by  the  Pennsylvania  courts  seems 
to  be  stated  in  the  case  of  Allegheny  County  Light  Co.  v.  Shady- 
side  Electric  Light  Co.  37  Pa.  Super.  Ct.  79,  wherein  the  court 
said: 

"As  has  ordinarily  been  held,  the  plaintiff  could  not  give  undue 
or  unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  to,  or  make  unfair 
discrimination  among  its  customers,  where  the  conditions  are 
like  and  circumstances  similar  (Mercur  v.  Media  Electric  Light, 
Heat  &  P.  Co.  19  Pa.  Super.  Ct.  519).'' 

In  the  case  of  Baily  v.  Fayette  Gas-Fuel  Co.  193  Pa.  175, 183, 
44  Atl.  251,  it  is  held  that  "the  implied  condition  of  the  grant 
of  all  corporate  franchises  of  even  quasi  public  nature  is  that 
they  shall  be  exercised  without  individual  discrimination  in 
behalf  of  all  who  desire." 

In  the  case  of  Allegheny  County  Light  Co.  v.  Shadyside 
Electric  Light  Co.  supra,  the  hdding  is  stated  in  the  syllabus 
as  follows: 

"Where  an  electric  light  company  offers  to  all  of  its  cufr 
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tenners  a  yearly  contract  at  a  reduced  rate  over  the  existing 
monthly  contracts^  and  one  of  the  customers  refuses  to  sign 
the  yearly  contract^  and  continues  to  take  gas,  he  is  bound  to 
pay  the  monthly  rate,  if  it  appears  that  the  company  did  not  give 
the  reduced  rate  to  any  other  customer  who  had  refused  to  sign 
the  yearly  contract." 

The  court  said,  p.  82: 

**The  plaintiff  evidently  sought  to  secure  r^ular  customers 
for  a  year,  whether  for  the  purpose  of  a  steady  market  for  their 
light  which  would  justify  enlargement  or  not  is  not  material. 
The  offer  of  a  like  price  upon  like  conditions  was  made  to  all 
of  its  customers. 

'The  conditions  of  the  new  contract  seem  to  us  to  be  entirely 
reasonable,  and  it  was  only  necessary  for  the  defendant  to  comply 
with  them  in  order  to  secure  the  rate  offered  to  all  customers 
complying  therewith.^' 

In  the  case  of  Steinman  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co. 
43  Pa.  Super.  Ct.  77,  p.  81,  the  court  said : 

"The  plaintiffs  in  the  conduct  of  their  business  use  light  or 
power  or  both  of  them,  and  purchase  the  producing  electric  cur- 
rent from  the  defendant  company.  They  buy  it  under  a  contract 
which  has  no  definite  terms  and  which  may  be  abandoned  by  the 
plaintiffs  at  their  pleasure.  They  are  at  liberty  to  consume  m 
much  or  as  little  of  the  current  as  they  choose,  and  are  required 
to  pay  only  for  what  they  use.  They  reserve  the  right  to  pur- 
chase any  portion  of  their  needed  supply  from  any  other  com- 
peting company.  They  pay  each  month  for  what  they  have 
consumed  at  a  rate  agreed  upon  by  themselves  and  the  com- 
pany, which  rate  is  uniform  to  aU  persons  or  corporations  in 
that  oonmiunity  who  consume  the  same  quantity  of  current  under 
the  conditions  above  noted. 

*^t  appears  from  the  testimony  that  in  1902  the  defendant 

company  found  itself  confronted  with  the  probability  of  serious 

competition  in  the  then  near  future.     Although  it  then  had  a 

considerable  sum  of  money  invested  in  its  plant  and  business,  it 

was  contemplating  the  necessity  of  the  investment  of  a  large 

additional  sum  in  order  to  increase  its  facilities  and  render  a 

larger  and  more  efficient  service  to  its  future  patrons.     Being 

desirous  of  so  arranging  its  business  that  a  considerable  portion 
P.U.R.1916C.  7 
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of  its  expected  revenue  might  become  fixed  and  aac0rtainable, 
it  undertook  to  divide  its  consumers  into  two  classes,  the  one 
to  embrace  all  persons  and  corporations  whose  business  required 
the  consumption  of  not  less  than  a  fixed  amount  of  electric 
cuiTent  annually  and  who  would  agree  to  bind  themselves  by 
a  contract,  extending  over  a  period  of  years,  to  purchase  their 
entire  needed  supply  of  current  from  this  defendant.  The 
remaining  class  to  embrace  all  those  whose  consumption  of  elec- 
tric current  was  smaller  than  the  amount  so  fixed,  and  who  re- 
mained at  liberty  to  buy  or  not  buy  from  the  defendant  as  their 
inclination  or  business  advantage  might  direct  To  the  first 
class  a  rate  was  given  which  would  make  the  current  sold  to 
them  cheaper  per  fixed  unit  than  the  rate  imposed  upon  the 
other  class.  There  is  no  contention  that  each  rate  was  not 
equal  and  uniform  to  all  individuals  in  their  respective  dasses." 

The  finding  of  the  court,  as  stated  in  the  syllabus,  is,  in  part, 
as  follows : 

"Thus  a  company  may  allow  a  lower  rate  for  each  unit  of 
electric  current  to  customers  who  consume  a  certain  amount 
and  pledge  themselves  to  deal  exclusively  with  the  company  for 
a  stated  period,  than  to  customers  who  consume  a  less  amount 
without  binding  themselves  to  take  the  current  for  any  particular 
period.'* 

If  the  Commission  were  to  follow  the  cases  above  cited  it 
could  not  find  that  the  defendant  is  unreasonably  discriminating 
against  the  complainant.  The  complainant  can  elect  to  take 
gas  under  a  three-year  contract,  or  to  apply  the  rate  given  to 
temporary  consumers. 

The  Commission  does  not.  care  to  follow  the  Pennsylvania 
cases  in  the  sense  that  it  will  make  their  holding  a  precedent 
by  which  it  is  to  be  boimd  in  later  cases.  Neither  is  it  to  be 
imderstood  as  holding  that  these  cases  state  the  law  of  Oklahoma. 
It  merely  calls  attention  to  these  cases  to  show  the  holdings  of 
the  Pennsylviinia  courts.  There  is,  however,  a  similarity  in 
the  facts  of  the  Pennsylvania  cases  and  the  present  case.  The 
defendant  has  an  investment  which  it  is  trying  to  protect  in 
the  same  manner  that  the  electric  company,  in  the  last  Pennsyl- 
vania case  cited,  tried  to  protect  its  investment.  The  Commis- 
sion will  adopt  a  similar  reasoning  for  this  case,  and  will  hold 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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that  the  complainant  has  not  been  subjected  to  unreasonable 
discrimination. 

As  to  whether  or  not  the  temporary  rate  of  8  cents  per  one 
thousand  cubic  feet  is  reasonable  as  a  rate  to  be  paid  for  all  re- 
fineries similarly  situated  to  that  of  the  complainant,  the  Com- 
mission will  not  at  this  time  attempt  to  determine.  There  has 
not  been  introduced  in  this  case  sufficient  evidence  to  show  that 
this  rate  is  unreasonable. 

The  defendant  has  filed  in  this  case  a  statement  showing  that 
its  investment  in  pipe  lines,  buildings,  meters,  and  other  appli- 
ances and  equipment  used  in  purchasing,  transporting,  and  dis- 
tributing gas,  except  for  the  cost  of  laying  short  well  lines  and 
other  short  temporary  lines,  is  $212,135.81;  that  the  total  cost 
of  all  gas  purchase  rights,  contracts,  and  franchises  is  $350,- 
000 ;  that  its  gross  earnings  for  December  amount  to  $63,886.55 ; 
that  the  total  cost  of  gas  sold  during  December  amounted  to  $63,- 
561.25,  and  that  the  net  profit  for  December  is  $325.14;  that  the 
gross  earnings  for  the  year  1915  were  $460,632.41;  that  the 
total  cost  of  gas  sold  was  $440,008.56,  leaving  a  net  profit  for 
the  year  of  $20,623*85,  or  an  average  monthly  net  profit  for 
the  year  1915  of  $1,718.65.  (This  statement  filed  by  the  de- 
fendant relates  to  the  Yale  Natural  Gas  Company  and  the  Creek 
County  Gas  Company.) 

The  Commission  has  not  analyzed  the  reports  filed  by  the 
defendant  and  the  figures  given  in  the  statement  to  determine 
whether  or  not  the  defendant  has  used  the  proper  method  of 
accounting  in  arriving  at  the  net  profits  made  by  it  during  the 
year  1915,  nor  does  it  feel  called  upon  to  do  so,  under  the  evi- 
dence in  this  case. 

[2]  There  is  not  sufficient  evidence  before  the  Commission  to 
hold  that  the  temporary  rate  of  8  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet 
made  by  the  defendant  is  unreasonable.  Reference  was  made  at 
the  hearing  to  the  rate  for  gas  used  for  manufacturing  purposes 
at  other  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Kansas.  Those  rates  differ  so 
materially  with  the  particular  local  conditions  at  various  points 
that  they  cannot  be  conclusive  in  determining  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  rates  offered  complainant  by  this  defendant. 

The  defendant  testified  that  it  is  paying  at  the  wells  2^  cents 
per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  the  gas  purchased  by  it  from  the 
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producers.  The  Commission  is  informed  that  as  much  as  4  cents 
per  thousand  cubic  feet  is  being  offered  producers  at  the  wells  in 
certain  gas  fields  in  Oklahoma.  For  the  past  several  months 
this  Commission  has  had  the  duty  of  enforcing  the  gas  conserva- 
tion law  enacted  at  the  regular  session  of  the  1915  legislature. 
(Session  Laws  1915^  chap.  197.)  It  has  found  that  one  great 
diihcultj  in  the  way  of  gas  conservation  has  been  that  there  has 
not  been  a  market  at  a  reasonable  price  for  the  gas  produced, 
and  it  is  not  therefore  inclined  to  promulgate  an  order  which 
will  discourage  the  paying  of  an  adequate  price  for  gas  at  the 
wells,  or  a  price  which  will  make  it  worth  the  producers'  while 
to  preserve  the  gas  supply  of  the  state. 

The  Commission  finds  that  connection  has  been  made  from 
defendant's  distributing  lines  to  complainant's  refinery,  and 
that  complainant  can  elect  to  pay  for  gas  under  either  one  of 
the  two  plans  and  rates  offered  by  the  defendant. 

After  a  thorough  consideration  of  the  record  in  this  case,  the 
Commission  finds  that  the  evidence  offered  by  the  complainant 
does  not  establish  a  case  of  discrimination.  Neither  is  the  evi- 
dence offered  by  the  complainant  sufficient  to  determine  whether 
or  not  the  temporary  rate  of  8  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  is 
reasonable. 

It  is  therefore  considered,  ordered,  and  adjudged  that  the  case 
be  dismissed  without  prejudice. 

Corporation  Commission,  J.  E.  Love,  Chairman,  W.  D. 
Himiphrey  and  Geo.  A.  Henshaw,  Commissioners. 

Note. — Discrimination. 

In  general. 

In  Morgan  Sand  &  Gravel  Company  v.  Louisiana  &  A.  R.  Co. 
No.  2435,  Order  No.  1944,  Nov.  16,  1915,  the  Louisiana  Com- 
mission would  not  permit  a  railroad  to  retain  a  li  cent  rate  upon 
gravel  in  violation  of  the  order  of  the  Commission  establishing  a 
2-cent  rate  therefor,  even  though  a  gravel  company  had  made  con- 
tracts relying  thereon,  especially  where  such  company,  by  reason 
of  its  location,  enjoyed  natural  advantages  over  its  competitors  and 
such  lower  rate  was  discriminatory. 

In  Sampson  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.,  F.  C.  No.  9,  Nov.  2,  1915,  the 
Maine  Commission  dismissed  a  complaint  alleging  that  freight  rates 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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upon  ahipments  of  hay  were  unreasonable  and  discrimmai^oryy  where 
the  only  evidence  presented  was  that  certain  rates  between  more  dis- 
tant points  were  lower,  and  no  attempt  was  made  to  show,  thai  the 
same  trafiSc  conditions  prevailed.  .^  •  * . 

In  Nebraska  Farmers^  Co.-Op.  Grain  &  Live  Stock  Asso.  v.  Unioi^ 
P.  IL  Co.  Formal  Complaint  No.  278,  Oct.  29,  1915,  the  Nebraska 
Commission  held  that  a  rate  increase  of  85/100  of  a  cent  per  hundred 
pounds  in  the  grain  rate  between  a  town  and  its  neighboring  com- 
petitive town  is  discriminatory  against  it,  where  the.  rate  uniformly 
increased  42/100  and  43/100  of  a  cent  between  all  other  towns  in 
the  territory,  and  no  reason  was  apparent  why  the  same  rate  of  pro- 
gression should  not  be  applied,  and  the  railroad  was  ordered  to 
establish  a  rate  which  would  maintain  the  equal  rate  of  progres- 
sion between  towns  on  the  line. 

In  Loomis  &  B.  Co.  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.,  Case  No.  5188, 
Sept.  29,  1915,  the  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  di- 
rected establishment  of  four  party  telephone  line  service  from  New- 
fane  Exchange  at  the  base  rate  charge  of  $21  for  a  business  tele- 
phone and  $15  for  a  residence  telephone,  together  with  a  mileage 
charge  of  not  more  than  $2  for  each  one  quarter  mile  beyond  the 
base-rate  area,  to  conform  to  rates  in  effect  upon  the  adjacent  ex- 
changes of  the  company. 

In  Grattan  v.  Hallstead  Water  Co.  Complaint  Docket  No.  184, 
Jnlj  20,  1914,  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  dismissed  a  complaint 
that  water  rates  charged  were  discriminatory,  on  proof  that  com- 
plainant had  been  charged  the  regular  meter  rate  and  consumption 
had  been  measured  by  a  regularly  tested  meter. 

In  Re  Manila  R.  Co!  Case  No.  312,  Nov.  24,  1915,  the  Philippine 
Islands  Commission  vacated  the  suspension  on  a  reduced  schedule  of 
rates  on  milled  rice  from  Calumpit  to  Manila,  where  such  rates 
were  established  to  meet  potential  water  competition,  and  protesting 
mill  owners  claiming  discrimination  had  failed  to  show  that  water 
competition  existed  from  their  mills. 

In  Re  Manila  R.  Co.  Case  No.  621,  Nov.  20,  1915,  the  Philippine 
Islands  Commission  held  that  it  is  an  unjust  discrimination  in  favor 
of  traffic  in  cane  sugar  to  permit  the  establishment  of  rates  upon 
sagar  cane  which  do  not  bear  their  fair  proportion  of  the  operating 
expenses  that  are  independent  of  the  amount  of  traffic  hauled,  and 
which  bear  no  portion  of  the  railroad's  interest  charges. 

In  Bedford  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Plat  Creek  Teleph.  Co.  Dec. 
10,  1915,  the  Tennessee  Commission  dismissed  a  complaint  which 
charged  that  the  defendant  discriminated  against  the  complainant 
by  reason  of  its  failure  to  grant  to  subscribers  of  complainanf s 
exchange  free  connection  to  subscribers  of  defendant's  exchange, 
where  defendant  had  justified  the  rules  assailed. 

In  Great  Western  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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R.  Co.,  Df6;*15,  1915,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  ordered  a  rail- 
road f^  ezteR^  its  switching  limits  in  the  city  of  Jamesville  to  in- 
oliM^  wii&t  is  known  as  the  station  of  Jensen,  where,  altiiough  said 
;^{i!)1ion'was  outside  of  the  theoretical  switching  limits,  such  limit 
'Wbs  not  recognized  in  operation,  and  its  maintenance  was  an  evasion 
'*of  the  application  of  the  distance  tariS  resulting  in  discrimination 
to  a  shipper. 

Special  rates  to  stockholders. 

Discrimination  in  favor  of  stockholders  was  eliminated  in  the  fol- 
lowing cases : 

California. — ^Re  La  Habra  Domestic  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3017, 
Application  No.  1856,  Dec.  30,  1915,  order  holding  that  the  practice 
of  a  private  water  corporation,  organized  for  profit,  of  paying  to  its 
shareholders  50  cents  per  month  per  share  as  rental  was  based  upon 
the  erroneous  idea  that  the  company^s  stockholders  should  be  treated 
like  those  of  a  purely  mutual  organization,  although  its  water  was 
distributed  at  flat  rates  to  its  stockholders  and  others,  and  not  in 
proportion  to  shares  of  stock,  and  that  such  practice  was  discrim- 
inatory, and  should  be  discontinued. 

Re  Suisun  &  G.  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  Decision  No.  3027,  Appli- 
cation No.  1954,  Jan.  4,  1916,  telephone  company  directed  to  estab- 
lish a  uniform  rate  of  $12  per  year  for  stockholders  and  nonstock- 
holders alike,  instead  of  a  rate  of  $3  a  year  to  stockholders  and  $12 
per  year  to  nonstockholders,  with  an  additional  charge  upon  stock- 
holders sufficient,  to  cover  the  cost  of  maintenance,  which  resulted 
in  a  more  favorable  rate  to  stockholders  than  to  nonstockholders. 

Re  Suisun  &  G.  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  Decision  No.  3027,  Applica- 
tion No.  1954,  Jan.  4,  1916,  flat  rate  of  $12  per  annum  to  all 
telephone  subscribers  approved  instead  of  a  rate  of  $3  per  year  to 
stockholders  and  $12  per  year  to  nonstockholders. 

Illinois.— Re  Layton  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3571,  Nov.  18,  1915,  order 
authorizing  a  telephone  company  to  establish  a  uniform  rate  of  $8 
per  year  to  apply  to  all  subscribers  and  to  discontinue  a  flat  rate  of 
$6  to  nonstockholders  and  an  assessment  upon  stockholders  in  lieu 
of  a  charge  for  service. 

Re  Jo  Daviess  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3450,  Dec.  2, 
1915,  order  directing  company  to  discontinue  the  practice  of  assess- 
ing telephone  stockholders,  and  to  discontinue  the  rate  of  $12  per 
year,  which  applies  to  subscribers  who  are  not  stockholders,  and  es- 
tablish in  lieu  thereof  a  rate  of  $13.50  per  year  to  apply  to  all  sub- 
scribers without  discrimination. 

Re  Chenoa  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3454,  Dec.  16,  1915,  order  directing 
discontinuance  of  a  rate  of  $18  per  year  for  business  telephones  for 
subscribers  who  are  not  stockholders  and  a  rate  of  $12  per  year  for 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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biisiikees  telephones  for  stockholders^  and  directing  the  company  to 
establish  a  rate  of  $15  a  year  for  all  business  telephones. 

Re  Union  Teleph.  Co.  No.  2569,  Jan.  »7,  1916,  order  directing 
a  iftlephone  company  to  discontinue  a  rate  of  $7  a  year  applying  to 
snbficribers  who  are  not  stockholders,  and  to  apply  the  existing  rate 
of  $6  a  year  to  all  subscribers  whether  stockholders  or  not. 

Free  and  reduced  rates. 

In  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.  Decision  No.  2846,  Applica- 
tion No.  1881,  Oct.  27,  1915,  the  California  Commission  dismissed 
an  application  for  approval  of  a  special  optional  schedule  of  reduced 
dectric  rates  for  agricultural  service,  informal  authorisation  having 
been  granted,  and  no  formal  action  being  required  under  §  15  of 
the  Public  Utilities  act 

The  Maine  Commission  approved  special  railroad  excursion  rates 
pursuant  to  §  60,  chapter  129,  Public  Laws  of  1919',  in  the  follow- 
ing cases: 

Re  Maine  C.  E.  Co.  R.  No.  112,  Nov.  3,  1915,  special  Passenger 
Tariff  M.  P.  IT.  C.  No.  P.  225  covering  special  excursion  rates  to  a 
football  game  on  November  6, 1915. 

Amended  by  R.  R.  No.  112.1,  November  3,  1915,  to  permit  the 
sale  of  tickets  to  the  football  team  on  November  5,  1915. 

Be  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  125.1,  Jan.  11,  1916,  reduced  passenger 
tariff  for  January  20,  1916,  on  account  of  state-road  hearing. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  130,  Jan.  20,  1916,  special  passenger 
tariff  on  account  of  fifty-third  annual  meeting  of  the  Maine  Press 
Association. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  115,  Nov.  23,  1915,  special  passenger 
excnirsion  tariff  on  account  of  women's  club. 

The  Maine  Commission  approved  reduced  rates  to  specified  in- 
stitutions and  persons,  pursuant  to  §  32,  chapter  129,  Public  Laws 
of  1913,  in  the  following  cases: 

Re  Grand  Trunk  R.  System,  R.  R.  No.  113,  Nov.  8,  1915,  reduced 
rate  of  li  cents  per  mile  for  adults  with  half-adult  fare  for  children 
between  five  and  twelve  to  inmates  of  certain  named  charitable  or 
benevolent  institutions. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  No.  116,  Nov.  29,  1915,  special  re- 
duced fare  to  specified  persons  for  charitable  and  benevolent  pur- 
poses. 

Re  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  116.1,  Nov.  30,  1915,  free  trans- 
portation to  a  specified  person  for  charitable  and  benevolent  pur- 
poses. 

Re  Brunswick  ft  T.  Water  Dist  U-86,  Dec.  6,  1915,  rate  of  $1 
a  year  to  certain  churches  in  Brunswick  and  Topsham. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.Co.  R.  R.  118,  Dec.  8,  1915,  free-trip  service  to 
P.U.R.19J6C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


104  ANNOTATIOir. 

a  district  nurse  engaged  in  tabercnlosis  work  of  the  Androscoggin 
Anti-Tuberculosis  Association. 

Ke  Kennebec  Water  Dist  TT-No.  90,  Dec.  15,  1916,  free  water 
service  to  the  Eailroad  Young  Men's  Christian  Association  of  Water- 
ville. 

Re  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  119.1,  Dec.  20,  1916,  reduced  rate 
tickets  to  a  temperance  worker. 

Re  Brunswick  &  T.  Water  Dist.  TT-96,  Jan.  3,  1916,  rate  of  $1 
a  year  for  water  consumption  to  churches  in  Topsham  and  Bruns* 
wick. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  123,  Jan.  3,  1916,  reduced  passenger 
fare  to  district  nurse  engaged  in  tuberculosis  work. 

Re  Maine  C.  B.  Co.  No.  R.  R.  126,  Jan.  10, 1916,  free  transporta- 
tion to  a  public  health  nurse  engaged  in  tuberculosis  work,  and  re- 
duced rate  transportation  to  the  agent  of  the  New  England  Home 
for  Little  Wanderers. 

Re  Winthrop  Water  Co.  No.  U-lOl,  Jan.  22,  1916,  free  water 
service  to  the  Methodist  church  and  the  Congregational  church  of 
Winthrop. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  131.1,  Jan.  25,  1916,  reduced  passenger 
rates  to  certain  specified  persons  engaged  in  charitable  and  benev- 
olent work. 

In  Re  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  Application  No.  2540,  Oct.  29, 
1915,  the  Nebraska  Commission  approved  half  rates  on  shipments 
of  hay  for  experimental  feeding  purposes  to  the  State  University 
Farm. 

In  Re  Bay  State  E.  Co.  No.  236,  Dec.  8,  1915,  the  Rhode  Island 
Commission  authorized  a  railway  company  to  grant  free  service  to 
the  city  of  Newport  for  a  community  Christmas  tree  for  a  municipal 
celebration  at  Christmas. 

In  Re  Westerly  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  234,  Dec.  1,  1915,  the  Rhode 
Island  Commission  authorized  a  special  flat  net  rate  of  11  cents  per 
kw.  hr.  for  electric  current  used  by  the  town  of  Westerly  in  public 
buildings. 


OKIiAHOMA  CORPORATION  COMMISSION. 

S.  H.  WHITTENBERG  et  al. 

V. 

TALOGA  &  DEWEY  COUNTY  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  et  al. 
[Cause  No.  21C0;  Order  No.  1024.] 

Service '^Telephones '^Physical  connection^  Free  inierchange  aerv- 

ioC'^Poufer  of  tfie  CommisHon. 

1.  The  Oklahoma  Commiseion  has  no  power  to  order  free  inter- 

ehange  service  between  telephone  companies. 
PU.R,1916C. 
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OmmsoUdation,  merger  €md  Bale  —  Teleplume  exchanges, 

2.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  is  without  power  to  order  the  oonsoli- 
dmitom  of  competing  telephone  exchanges. 

[February  18,  1916.] 

PKnnoir  for  an  order  requiring  physical  connection  between 
the  Taloga  &  Dewey  Telephone  Company  and  the  Independent 
Telephone  Company  whereby  interchange  service  would  be  ren- 
dered without  charge;  dismissed  without  prejudice.  The  Com- 
mission intimated  that  it  would  not  order  free  interchange 
service  between  competing  telephone  companies  even  if  it  had 
power  to  do  so,  where  free  service  was  one  of  the  causes  of  the 
unsatisfactory  service  complained  of,  and  physical  connection 
with  free  interchange  service  would  do  little  toward  remedying 
^e  evils  resulting  from  duplication. 

By  the  Commission:  Complaint  was  filed  by  S.  H.  Whitten- 
berg  and  several  other  residents  and  citizens  of  Taloga  against 
the  Taloga  &  Dewey  County  Telephone  Company  of  Taloga 
and  the  Independent  Telephone  Company  of  Cestos,  asking  that 
the  Conmiission  order  physical  connection  between  the  lines  of 
the  two  companies  at  Taloga  whereby  the  patrons  of  each  ex- 
change shall  have  free  service  to  all  points  where  free  Service  is 
now  being  maintained  by  either  of  said  companies. 

The  testimony  shows  that  each  of  said  companies  maintains 
an  exchange  at  the  town  of  Taloga,  and  that  the  residences  and 
business  houses  are  patrons  of  both  exchanges  and  maintain  tele- 
phones of  both  companies.  One  of  the  complainants  testified  that 
physical  connection  is  maintained  between  the  two  companies 
for  emergency  calls,  but  that  toll  is  collected  for  such  calls. 

[1]  The  Commission  would  be  without  authority  to  order 
free  service  did  it  think  it  wise  to  do  so.  The  testimony  shows 
that  one  cause  of  the  trouble  at  Taloga  is  that  there  has  already 
been  too  much  free  service.  The  testimony  taken  in  this  cause 
and  in  causes  No.  2166  and  No.  2167  shows  that  the  lines  of 
the  Independent  Telephone  Company  are  maintained  in  such 
poor  condition  that  the  service  to  its  patrons  is  poor,  and  that 
physical  connection,  which  would  allow  everybody  to  talk  free, 
would  accomplish  very  little  good. 

[2]    The  evidence  introduced  in  this  cause  is  insufficient  to 

make  any  order  which  will  give  the  people  of  Taloga  the  relief 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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they  desire.  The  Commission  does  not  have  the  authority  to 
order  the  consolidation  of  telephone  exchanges.  It  is  evident, 
however,  that  no  permanent  relief  can  be  accomplished  until 
but  one  exchange  is  maintained  in  the  town. 

After  a  careful  consideration  of  the  testimony  presented  in 
this  ease,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  should 
be  dismissed  without  prejudice,  and  it  is  therefore  so  ordered. 

Corporation  Commission,  J.  E«  Love,  Chairman,  Geo.  A* 
Henshaw  and  W.  D.  Humphrey,  Commissioners. 


PENNSYLVANIA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

NEW  CASTLE  BOX  COMPANY 

CITY  OP  NEW  CASTLE  WATER  COMPANY. 
[No.  153;  Omplaint  Docket  No.  383.] 

Bvidenee -^  Burden  of  proof -^  Recisonahleneaa  of  rate. 

1.  The  burden  is  upon  a  consumer  to  show  the  unreasonableness  of 
a  water  rate  in  effect  before  the  creation  of  the  Commission. 

Bates'^  Water -^Minimum  hill. 

2.  A  minimum  charge  for  water  may  be  made.  * 
Boies  —  Water  —  Minimum  hiU  —  Beasonahleness, 

3.  A  minimum  water  charge  of  $48  a  quarter  for  2-inch  pipe  service 
to  a  factory  cannot  be  shown  to  be  unreasonably  high  by  comparison 
with  an  annual  charge  of  $7,000  for  public  seryice,  or  with  a  minimum 
domestic  charge  of  $5  a  year,  or  with  an  annual  charge  of  $28  for  fire 
protection  hydrants  served  by  4  and  6  inch  pipes,  especially  where  there 
is  no  evidence  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  $28  charge,  where  the  plant 
return  does  not  exceed  $4.44  per  cent,  and  where  the  average  bill  to  the 
factory  for  actual  consumption  over  a  period  of  17  quarters  materially 
exceeded  the  minimum. 

[January  25,  1915.] 

Complaint  by  the  New  Castle  Box  Company  that  a  minimum 
charge  of  $48  per  quarter  for  water  supplied  to  its  factory 
through  a  2-inch  pipe  by  the  New  Castle  Water  Company  is 
excessive ;  dismissed,  there  not  being  sufficient  evidence  to  justify 
interference  with  the  rate. 

Appearances :    Norman  A.  Martin  for  complainant ;  Harry  K. 
Gregory  for  respondent, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Pennypackefy  Commissioners  The  complaint  and  answer 
raise  the  sole  question  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  a  minimum 
charge  of  $48  per  quarter  for  water  supplied  by  the  respondent 
through  a  2-inch  pipe  to  its  paper-box  factory  in  the  city  of 
Xew  Castle.  The  schedule  of  rates  ii^cluding  this  charge  was 
put  in  foroe  in  the  latter  part  of  1912,  and  is  now  on  file  with 
the  C(»nmi8sion.  Under  special  contract,  two  other  pipes  of  the 
respondent  are  connected  with  the  property  of  the  petitioner, 
one  a  d-inch  pipe  and  the  other  a  4-inch  pipe.  These  are  con- 
nected with  hydrants  on  the  premises  of  the  petitioner,  are 
kept  sealed  by  it,  and  are  only  intended  to  be  used  in  case  of 
serious  fire.    Upon  these  there  is  a  flat  rate  of  $25  per  annum. 

The  2-inch  pipe  supplies  water  for  use  in  the  mill  for  the 
purposes  of  sprinkling,  washing,  feeding  the  boiler,  and  for 
putting  out  fires.  The  president  of  the  box  company  testified 
that  the  business  is  very  hazardous,  that  the  particles  of  dry 
paper  fill  the  air  and  fall  upon  everything  in  the  factory  and 
ignite  like  gunpowder,  and  that  a  pipe  of  that  size  was  ess^itial, 
there  being  as  many  as  fifteen  to  twenty  little  fires  started  in  the 
course  of  a  day. 

[1]  Since  this  rate  went  into  effect  in  1912,  before  the  creation 
of  the  Commission,  the  burden  of  proof  to  show  its  unreasonable- 
ness, if  there  be  any,  rests  upon  the  complainant.  There  is  also 
a  presumption  in  its  favor  which  must  ^e  overcome. 

[2]  The  contention  of  the  complainant  is,  in  the  first  place, 
that  there  is  no  right  under  our  legislation  permitting  a  water 
company  to  establish  a  minimum  rate.  The  Public  Service 
Company  provides  in  §  1,  article  III.,  that  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  every  public  service  company-^— 

"(c)  To  have  reasonable  rules  and  regulations,  subject  to 
existing  law  and  the  provisions  of  this  act,  governing  the  con- 
duct of  its  business  and  the  conditions  under  which  it  shall  be 
required  to  render  service. 

*T[t  may  require  the  payment  of  charges  in  advance,  the  mak- 
ing of  reasonable  minimum  payments  and  deposits  to  secure 
future  payments  of  such  charges ;  or  it  may  allow  discounts  for 
prompt  payments  of  the  same,  or  impose  penalties  for  failure 
to  pay  promptly:  Provided,  That  such  advance  charges,  mini- 
mum payments,  deposits,  discounts,  or  penalties  are  reasonable 
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and  apply  equally  and  without,  discrimination  or  preference  to  all 
shippers^  consumers,  and  patrons,  under  like  conditions  and 
under  similar  circumstances/' 

The  question  of  permitting  a  minimum  rate  to  be  charged  by 
water  companies  and  similar  public  utilities  has  been  before 
courts  and  Commissions  in  many  cases,  and  such  rate  has  been 
many  times  approved.  Water  can  only  be  supplied  by  means  of 
a  system  of  pipes  which  reach  the  premises  of  the  consumer,  by 
the  maintenance  of  a  force  of  some  kind  sufficient  to  impel  the 
movement  of  the  water,  and  by  the  construction  and  maintenance 
of  reservoirs  or  other  means  of  keeping  on  hand  the  necessary 
supply.  Apart  from  the  actual  furnishing  of  the  water,  the 
readiness  to  serve,  preceded  as  it  often  is  by  large  outlays,  and 
the  requirement  of  accumulated  capital,  is  in  itself  a  basis  for 
a  proper  compensatory  return  to  the  public  service  company. 
It  is  plain  that  in  addition,  the  minimum  rate  must  include 
the  compensation  for  the  water  actually  supplied.  Minimum 
rates  were  approved  by  the  New  Jersey  Commission  in  a  case 
involving  the  supply  of  water  (Re  Wildwood  Waterworks  Co. 
1  N.  J.  P.  U.  C.  R.  p.  628),  and  in  a  case  involving  a  supply 
of  light,  by  our  Commission,  in  Cauffiel  v.  Citizens'  Light,  Heat 
&  Power  Company,  Complaint  Docket  N*o.  237. 

See  also  Ladd  v.  Boston,  170  Mass.  332,  40  L.R.A.  171,  49 
N.  E.  627. 

[3]  The  complainant  urged  that  the  unreasonableness  of  the 
minimum  rate  charged  was  shown  by  comparison  with  those 
provided  for  in  the  terms  of  a  written  contract  made  between 
the  city  of  New  Castle  and  the  respondent's  predecessor  in  1907, 
and  renewed  by  the  respondent  for  a  period  of  ten  years  from 
January  1,  1912.  A  careful  examination  of  this  elaborate  agree- 
ment shows,  however,  that  it  was  intended  to  provide  only  for 
a  supply  of  water  to  the  municipality  for  public  uses  and  to 
domestic  consumers,  and  that  it  nowhere  undertakes  to  make 
provision  for  a  supply  to  industrial  establishments.  The  water 
is  to  be  furnished  "for  city  and  domestic  purposes."  The  city, 
after  a  provision  for  certain  free  service,  is  to  pay  $7,000  per 
annum.  The  respondent  shall  not  charge  domestic  consumers 
beyond  the  following  rates : 
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Each  four-room  house  and  under,  per  year $5.00 

Each  additional  room  above  four,  per  year 1.00 

Each  bathtub,  per  year 8.60 

Each  watercloeet,  tank  pattern,  per  year 3.50 

Washstands,  self-cloeing,  hot  or  cold,  per  year 1.00 

Waahstandfl,  other  patterns,  per  year  2.00 

Sprinklers  for  lawns  or  streets,  per  1,000  sq.  feet 1.00 

It  is  further  provided  "no  water  service  of  any  kind  to  be 
less  than  per  year  $5/'  and  "the  minimum  meter  rate  to  be 
$5  per  year."  While  the  words,  "private  consumers"  and  "the 
consumers  of  water  therein,"  are  each  used  once,  that  fact  can- 
not be  held  to  change  the  fundamental  character  of  the  agree- 
ment)  which  is  limited  to  a  supply  for  public  and  domestic  uses. 
It  would  be  impossible  safely  to  rest  a  decision  upon  a  com- 
parison of  the  charge  of  $7,000  a  year  for  public  service,  or  the 
miTiimnm  charge  for  domestic  service  with  the  minimum  charge 
for  a  2-inch  pipe  which  in  the  main  supplies  the  needs  of  a  large 
manufactory.  The  services,  quantity  of  water  required,  and  the 
other  circumstances  are  aU  so  different  as  to  make  the  comparison 
of  little  value.  The  complainant  also  relied  upon  a  comparison 
of  the  minimum  rate  of  $192  per  year  upon  the  2-inch  pipe  with 
the  minimum  charge  of  the  respondent  upon  the  6  and  4  inch 
pipes  of  $28  per  year.  The  evidence,  however,  shows  that  these 
latter  pipes  were  emergency  pipes  running  to  hydrants  kept 
sealed  by  the  complainant,  not  in  fact  used  or  intended  to  be 
used  except  in  case  of  conflagration,  and  that  for  its  real  service 
it  depended  upon  the  2-inch  pipe,  used  fifteen  or  twenty  times 
a  day.  There  is  no  evidence  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
charge  of  $28  per  annum.  This  review  covers  the  entire  case 
of  the  complainant. 

The  respondent  gave  evidence  to  show  that  on  a  cost  valuation 
of  its  property  it  received  a  return  of  4.44  per  cent  per  annum, 
and  on  a  reconstruction  valuation,  a  less  return.  There  was  no 
contradiction  of  this  evidence.  The  president  of  the  respondent 
company  testified  that  the  minimum  rate  charged  was  reasonable, 
and  that  the  principle  upon  which  it  was  based  was  reached  in  the 
following  manner:  A  rate  was  fixed  upon  a  half -inch  pipe,  and 
the  larger  sizes  of  pipe  were  increased  in  proportion  to  the  in- 
crease in  the  area  of  the  opening  of  the  pipe.  Thus  the  area  of 
a  2-inch  pipe  is  sixteen  times  the  area  of  a  half-inch  pipe.    It 
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is  contended  that  the  increase  of  the  supply  of  water  is  greater 
than  the  increase  in  the  area  of  the  pipe. 

The  strongest  evidence  in  the  case,  however,  is  a  paper  filed 
by  the  complainant  along  with  its  petition  purporting  to  be  "a 
statement  of  bills  rendered  by  New  Castle  Water  Company  to 
New  Castle  Box  Company  for  2-inch  meter  service  from  Jan- 
uary 1,  1911,  to  December  28,  1914."  This  statement  gives  the 
number  of  gallons  and  the  charges  paid  for  water  service  as 
shown  by  measurement  for  seventeen  quarters,  covering  suffi- 
cient time  to  enable  a  judgment  to  be  formed.  The  average  per 
quarter  is  $62.24,  or  $14.24  more  than  this  minimum  rate. 

Upon  the  whole,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  there 
is  not  sufficient  evidence  before  it  to  justify  an  interference  with 
the  present  established  rate,  and  that  the  complaint  ought  to  be 
dismissed. 


PBNNSTIiVANIA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COBfMISSION* 

GLEN  ROCK  MOTOR  CLUB 

V. 

YORK  &  MARYLAND  LINE  TURNPIKE  COMPANY. 
[No.  161;  Complaint  Docket  No.  205.] 

Service  ••  TttmpOeea  —  Proper    maintenance  ^  Bfew    cendttlene  ••  An* 
tkHpation  of  sale  to  state. 

A  company  is  not  relieyed  of  its  charter  obligation  properly  to 
maintain  its  turnpike  by  new  conditions  increasing  the  cost  or  by 
anticipation  of  a  sale  to  the  state. 

[January  26,  1916.] 

Complaint  of  the  Glen  Bock  Motor  Club  of  the  improper 
condition  of  the  turnpike  of  the  York  &  Maryland  Turnpike 
Company;  order  to  reconstruct  route  within  six  months  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  of  charter. 

Appearances:  James  G.  Glessner  for  complainant;  R.  E. 
Cochran  for  respondent. 

Rilling,   Commissioner:     The  Glen  Rock  Motor  Club,  the 

complainant  in  this  case,   an  unincorporated  association^   was 
P.u.R.i9iec. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


GLEN  ROCK  MOTOR  CLUB  v.  YORK  ft  M.  L.  TURNP.  CO.         Ill 

organized  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  its  members  and  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  highways  in  the  vicinity  of  Glen  Rock, 
Pennsylvania.  It  has  filed  a  complaint  against  the  York  & 
Maiyland  Line  Turnpike  Company,  the  respondent,  alleging  the 
improper  condition  of  the  turnpike  of  respondent  company.  The 
answer  of  respondent  alleges  that  said  turnpike  is  generally  in 
a  good  condition  and  safe  for  public  travel,  and  is  kept  and 
maintained  in  proper  condition  to  meet  the  requirements  of  its 
charter. 

From  the  record  and  testimony  in  this  case  we  find  the  follow- 
ing facts : 

1.  The  respondent,  the  York  &  Maryland  Line  Turnpike 
Company,  was  incorporated  in  1807  for  the  purpose  of  construct- 
ing and  operating  a  turnpike  road  from  the  borough  (now  city) 
of  York,  Pennsylvania,  southwardly  about  17-J  miles,  to  the 
Maryland  state  line. 

2.  That  the  turnpike  road  laid  out  and  constructed  by  the  re- 
spondent traverses  a  rolling,  hilly  portion  of  our  state  which  has 
now  become  well  populated,  and  said  turnpike  has  several  towns 
and  villages  along  its  route,  and  that  said  turnpike  road  at  its 
southern  termination  at  the  Maryland  state  line  connects  with  a 
Maryland  state  highway,  and  is  a  part  of  a  main  thoroughfare 
used  by  the  public  between  Baltimore,  Maryland,  and  York, 
Pennsylvania. 

3.  That  the  capital  stock  of  the  respondent  company  is  $80,- 
000,  the  shares  being  $100  each,  and  during  the  past  fifteen 
years  said  company  has  earned  over  and  above  the  amount  re- 
quired to  pay  its  toll  collectors  upwards  of  $76,000  in  tolls,  of 
which  sum  it  has  spent  for  maintaining  its  turnpike  $56,000  and 
paid  dividends  amounting  to  $20,000. 

4.  That  upon  the  passage  of  the  state  highway  act  the  respond- 
ent company,  believing  that  the  said  turnpike  road  would  be 
acquired  by  the  state  under  the  provisions  of  said  act,  ceased  to 
make  any  repairs  on  its  turnpike  road,  permitted  the  same  to 
become  and  remain  in  such  a  condition  that  it  did  not  meet  the 
needs  of  the  traveling  public,  and  resulted  in  the  complaint  in 
this  case  being  filed.  That  since  the  filing  of  said  complaint  the 
company  has  expended  about  $4,000  in  improving  said  turn- 
pike road,  but  that  said  turnpike  is  still  in  such  an  improper 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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condition  that  it  does  not  meet  the  needs  of  the  traveling  public, 
nor  does  the  present  condition  of  said  turnpike  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  charter  of  said  respondent. 

5.  That  by  the  charter  of  said  company,  as  found  in  §  No.  11, 
page  314,  of  the  act  of  1804,  it  is  provided  that  the  respondent 
''shall  cause  a  road  to  be  laid  out,  of  50  feet  in  width,  and  at 
least  21  feet  thereof  to  be  made  an  artificial  road,  bedded  with 
wood,  stone,  gravel,  or  any  other  hard  substance,  well  compacted 
together,  and  of  sufficient  depth  to  secure  a  solid  foundation  to 
the  same ;  and  the  said  road  shall  be  faced  with  gravel  or  stone, 
pounded,  or  other  small  hard  substance,  in  such  manner  as  to 
secure  a  firm,  and  as  near  as  the  materials  will  admit  of  it,  an 
even  surface,  and  so  nearly  level  in  its  progress,  as  that  it  shall, 
in  no  place,  rise  or  fall  more  than  will  form  an  angle  of  4 
degrees  with  a  horizontal  line,  and  shall  forever  hereafter  main- 
tain and  keep  the  same  in  good  and  perfect  order  the  whole 
distance  aforesaid;  and  the  said  president,  managers,  and  com- 
pany shall  have  power  to  erect  permanent  bridges  over  all  the 
waters  crossing  the  said  road." 

6.  That  at  the  present  time  the  turnpike  road  of  respondent 
is  not  constructed  nor  maintained  as  required  by  its  charter  in 
that  it  is  not  constructed  of  sufficient  width.  That  large  stones 
are  permitted  to  remain  thereon,  that  the  roadbed  is  in  a  rough, 
unsafe  condition,  with  ruts  and  holes  therein,  and  large  and 
unnecessary  ^^water  breakers"  (so-called)  thereon,  that  the  same 
is  not  kept  properly  crowned  with  proper  material,  that  by  per- 
mitting the  water  to  run  along  the  center  thereof  and  by  reason 
of  the  use  thereof  the  center  of  the  roadway  is  lower  than  the 
sides,  and  rocks  and  stones  are  exposed  in  such  a  maimer  as  to 
impede  and  interfere  with  public  travel  thereon. 

The  respondent  turnpike  company,  together  with  many  others, 
was  chartered  in  the  early  part  of  the  nineteenth  century,  during 
the  period  when  our  commonwealth  was  in  the  early  state  of  its 
development.  These  turnpike  companies  were  intended  to  pro- 
vide improved  facilities  for  transportation  and  travel  over  the 
several  routes  designated  in  their  charter  throughout  our  state^ 
and  were  of  great  tsonvenience  and  benefit  to  the  inhabitants  of 
our  state  in  its  growth  and  development.    These  companies  met 
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a  great  need  and  served  a  very  lusef  ul  purpose.  Many  of  them 
were  highly  profitable  to  the  owners,  while  some  did  not  provide 
the  revenue  anticipated.  In  later  years  many  were  abandoned, 
while  some  were  acquired  by  the  local  authorities,  and  at  the 
present  time  there  are  but  a  small  portion  of  the  original  number 
remaining. 

With  the  establishment  of  the  state  highway  department  and 
the  coming  of  the  automobile  as  a  means  of  public  travel,  the 
turnpike  companies  of  our  state  are  face  to  face  with  new  condi- 
ti<«s  which  must  be  met,  and  which  seriously  affect  their  cost 
of  maintenance  and  operation. 

The  state  highway  act  of  1911  provides  a  manner  in  which 
they  may  be  acquired  by  the  state.  In  the  present  ease,  the 
stockholders  anticipating  the  purchase  by  the  state  have  not 
maintained  their  turnpike  as  required  by  their  charter,  and  such 
action  on  their  part  resulted  in  the  filing  of  this  complaint. 

Notwithstanding  the  new  conditions  with  which  the  turnpike 
companies  in  this  state  are  confronted,  it  is  just  as  necessary  and 
incumbent  upon  them  to  properly  construct  and  maintain  their 
turnpike  road  as  it  ever  was,  and  they  cannot  seek  to  avoid  the 
performance  of  their  charter  duties.  The  anticipation  of  a  sale 
to  the  ^tate  does  not  justify  or  relieve  the  respondent  from 
properly  maintaining  its  turnpike  or  performing  the  duties  it 
owes  to  the  public 

The  spirit  of  good  roads  is  abroad  in  our  commonwealth.  The 
day  has  passed  when  poorly  constructed  and  maintained  high- 
ways vdll  be  permitted  or  endured.  If  the  present  conditions  in 
our  state  in  relation  to  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  its 
hi^vrays  are  such  as  to  render  the  respondent  company  less 
valuable,  its  stockholders  should  accept  the  conditions  as  they 
exist,  and  recognize  the  fact  that  progress  in  our  state  is  some- 
times made  at  the  sacrifice  of  some  private  interests. 

The  respondent  owes  a  public  duty  to  the  state,  and  that  duty 

should  be  performed  by  it.    The  respondent  has  not  furnished  to 

the  Commission  any  sufficient  reason  for  permitting  the  highway 

route  named  in  its  charter  to  become  or  remain  in  an  improper 

condition.    In  the  march  of  events,  new  methods  and  new  ideas 

take  the  place  of  old  ones,  and  this  is  true  in  the  maintenance  of 

highways  as  well  as  in  other  matters. 
P.U.R.1916C.  S 
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The  route  set  forth  in  the  respondent's  charter  is  an  important 
highway  in  onr  state,  connecting  populous  centers,  and  the  public 
needs  require  that  it  be  placed  and  maintained  in  a  safe  and 
proper  condition  so  as  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  public  travel 
thereon.  The  charter  of  the  respondent  clearly  sets  forth  the 
manner  in  which  the  turnpike  of  respondent  should  be  con* 
structed  and  maintained.  If  this  is  done,  this  highway  will  be 
of  great  service  to  the  traveling  public. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  respondent  turn* 
pike  company  should  make  the  necessary  arrangements  whereby 
it  will,  within  six  months  from  this  date,  reconstruct  the  route 
named  in  its  charter  in  accordance  with  the  terms  therein  speci- 
fied, and  thereafter  maintain  the  same  as  therein  provided. 


PEINNSTIiVANIA  PUBLIC  SERVICB  COMMISSIOir. 

IN  SE  WEST  PENN  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 
[No.  166;  Municipal  Ck>iitract  Docket  No.  196,  1916.] 

Montfpoly  and  competition  —  Electricity  «>  Approval  of  franchise. 

A  franchise  for  an  electric  utility  operating  only  by  virtue  of 
charter  rights  in  a  township  in  which  a  competitor  similarly  operates 
will  be  approved,  where  the  latter  has  practically  developed  no  business, 
and  where  the  approval  will  not  deprive  the  latter  of  any  lawful  rights 
or  lead  to  competition  that  will  seriously  interfere  with  the  service  or 
investmoit  of  either,  both  operating  over  extensive  territory  of  which 
the  township  is  but  a  small  part. 

[January  26,  1916.] 

Application  of  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company  for  ap- 
proval of  a  franchise  ordinance  to  snpply  electricity  in  Jefferaon 
township  in  which  the  Dnquesne  Light  Company,  a  protestant, 
operates;  granted. 

Appearances :  David  I.  McCahill  for  the  West  Penn  Electric 
Company;  A.  W.  Eobertson  for  the  Duquesne  Light  Company. 

Brecht,  Commissioner:  This  is  an  application  of  the  West 
Penn  Electric  Company  for  approval  of  a  franchise  ordinance 
to  supply  electric  current  in  Jefferson  township,  Allegheny  coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania.    The  petition  filed  with  the  Commission  sets 
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forth  that  the  petitioner  is  a  corporation  '^organized  and  existing 
under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Pennsylvania ;"  that  on  the  2d  of 
Xovember,  1914^  the  township  of  Jefferson  granted  a  franchise 
authorizing  the  said  company  to  enter  upon  the  streets,  lanes, 
alleys,  and  highways  of  the  said  township  "for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  and  maintaining  poles  and  wires  that  may  be  necessary 
for  the  distributing  and  supplying  electric  light,  heat,  and  power 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  said  township ;"  that  the  protestant,  the 
Duqnesne  Light  Company,  "is  not  authorized  to  occupy  tlie 
streets  and  highways  of  said  township  for  the  purpose  of  doiug 
business  therein  by  virtue  of  any  ordinance  or  franchise  granted 
by  said  township,  under  the  act  of  June  6,  1907 ;''  that  tlie  con- 
tract ordinance  of  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company  is  in  all 
respects  a  just  and  fair  contract,  and  the  rights  granted  there- 
under are  "necessary  and  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience,  and  safety  of  the  public.'' 

Against  the  approval  of  this  petition  the  Duquesne  Light 
Company  filed  a  protest  in  which  it  is  alleged  that  the  protestant 
*^s  duly  authorized  to  furnish  electric  service  to  the  public  in 
the  township  of  JeflFerson,''  and  is  at  present  furnishing  "electric 
service  to  the  public  in  said  township;"  that  under  lease  it 
operates  the  property  and  franchises  of  the  Allegheny  County 
Light  Company,  which,  in  turn,  under  a  lease  controlled  the 
property  and  franchises  of  the  Monongahela  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany, "including  the  poles,  wires^  and  other  equipment  in  the 
township  of  Jefferson,  Allegheny  County,  Pennsylvania;"  that 
the  Monongahela  Light  &  Power  Company  was  incorporated  in 
1899  with  authority  to  transact  business  in  said  Jefferson  town- 
ship; that  on  the  6th  day  of  July,  1901,  the  said  Monongahela 
Light  &  Power  Company  was  given  permission  by  resolution 
of  the  supervisors  of  Jefferson  township  to  erect  "poles,  wires, 
and  electrical  fixtures  along  the  streets  and  roads"  of  said  town- 
ship; that  pursuant  to  the  foregoing  resolution  "the  Duquesne 
Light  Company  and  its  predecessors  in  title  have  furnished  elec- 
tric service  to  the  public"  in  said  township  for  more  than  nine 
years;  that  no  complaints  have  been  made  during  that  time  to 
the  company  of  "inadequate  or  faulty  service;"  that  the  equip- 
ment of  the  protestant  now  owned  and  operated  in  said  township 
amounts  to  moro  than  $2,600;  that  if  the  fra^chi8e  ordinance 
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of  the  West  Pexm  Electric  Company  is  approved,  the  protestant 
"would  suffer  irreparable  loss  and  damage." 

From  the  testimony  submitted  it  appears  that  the  petitioner 
and  the  protestant  have  each  at  present  erected  and  in  operation 
a  transmission  line  and  at  least  one  short  distribution  line  in 
Jefferson  township.  The  transmission  line  of  the  West  Penn 
Electric  Company  extends  across  the  township,  a  distance  of 
10  or  12  miles,  to  points  beyond  the  township  lines,  and  has  con- 
nected with  it  a  short  distribution  line  from  which  eight  or  ten 
local  customers  are  served.  This  company  first  began  furnish- 
ing service  in  the  aforesaid  township  about  May,  1912. 

The  protestant  company  has  a  transmission  line  extending 
along  the  most  thickly  populated  portions  located  along  the 
Monongahela  river  in  the  eastern  and  southeastern  parts  of  the 
township,  and  has  also  installed  one  or  two  short-service  lines 
to  supply  consumers.  Its  plant  equipment  in  the  township  used 
in  furnishing  local  service  at  present,  according  to  the  testimqny 
of  its  own  witness,  is  worth  approximately  $2,600;  and  the. 
company  now  supplies  fowr  or  five  customers  residing  in  Jeffer- 
son township.  Before  North  Clairton  borough  was  formed  in 
July,  1915,  the  Duquesne  Light  Company  had  about  $8,000 
worth  of  property  and  equipment  within  the  township  used  in 
supplying  local  service. 

In  1901,  when  the  Monongahela  Light  &  Power*  Company, 
whose  rights  and  franchises  are  now  controlled  by  the  protestant, 
began  operations  in  Jefferson  township,  it  was  given  permission 
to  enter  upon  the  highways  of  the  township  by  resolution  of  the 
township  supervisors.  The  operations  of  the  protestant  and  its 
affiliated  companies  were  confined  at  the  beginning  exclusively 
to  the  larger  villages  and  centers  of  population  of  the  said  to\vn- 
ship.  In  due  course  of  time  these  populous  centers  were  incorpo- 
rated into  boroughs,  and  whatever  property  equipment  had  been 
installed  in  the  township  at  those  points  passed  within  the  corpo- 
rate limits  of  the  different  boroughs  when  the  change  was  made, 
where  it  is  still  employed  in  furnishing  service.  ' 

When  North  Clairton  became  a  borough  in  July,  1915,  it  left 
the  protestant  company  with  only  a  plant  equipment  alleged  to  be 
worth  approximately  $2,600  within  the  limits  of  the  township 
itself.    Upon  this  point  it  may  be  noted  that  the  municipal  repre- 
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sentative  of  the  pi\>teetant  admitted  that  the  four  or  five  cus- 
tomers now  supplied  by  the  Duquesne  company  in  Jefferson 
township  were  secured  since  the  protest  in  this  case  was  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  the  short  line  of  poles  erected  to  reach 
them  was  also  constructed  during  that  period. 

Four  years  ago  Jefferson  township  became  a  township  of  the 
first  class,  and  under  the  act  of  1907,  an  electric  light,  heat, 
and  power  company  intending  to  occupy  the  highways  must  ob- 
tain a  franchise  from  the  township  supervisors  before  it  can 
begin  to  erect  poles  and  wires  upon  the  streets  and  highways 
therein  to  supply  service  to  the  public.  A  franchise  ordinance 
was  granted  to  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company  in  November, 
1914,  to  erect  poles  and  wires  on  the  highways  of  Jefferson  town- 
ship for  the  purpose  of  supplying  electric  current  for  light,  heat, 
and  power  to  the  public.  That  ordinance  is  now  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  its  approval. 

At  the  time  the  aforesaid  action  was  taken  it  appears  that 
the  supervisors  were  considering  the  advisability  of  granting  the 
same  privilege  to  the  protestant,  but  finally  refused  to  extend 
the  franchise  to  both  companies  for  fear  that  there  might  be 
some  trouble  in  having  the  action  approved  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission  on  account  of  the  competitive  conditions  it  might 
create.  Thereupon  the  ordinance  was  granted  to  the  West  Penn 
Electric  Company  because  the  board  of  supervisors  thought  that 
company  was  "more  liberal  in  granting"  what  the  Board  de- 
manded than  the  protestant  company. 

In  view  of  the  very  meager  amount  of  business  developed  in 
Jefferson  township  by  the  protestant  since  it  first  entered  that 
territory  in  1901,  it  could  hardly  be  maintained  with  any  show 
of  reason  that  the  approval  of  the  contract  ordinance  now  pend- 
ing before  the  Commission  would  seriously  affect  the  present 
or  future  business  prospects  of  the  protestant  company  within 
said  township.  Moreover  such  approval  will  not  deprive  the 
protestant  of  any  rights  or  privileges  which  it  may  now  lawfuUjr 
exercise  within  the  aforesaid  territory ;  nor  will  the  approval  of 
the  franchise  foster  such  competitive  conditions  as  would  serious- 
ly interfere  with  the  service  or  investment  of  either  company, 
since  both  of  them  are  operating  over  an  extensive  scope  of  terri- 
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tory  of  which  Jefferson  township  is  only  a  small  fractional  unit 
in  area  and  population. 

The  Commission  has  therefore  reached  the  oonclusion  that  the 
pending  contract  should  be  approved,  and  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  issued  to  the  West  Penn  Electric  Company.  An 
order  to  this  effect  will  accordingly  be  issued. 


PENNSYLVANIA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

IN  BE  TOWAMENCIN  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

[No.  14S;  Application  Docket  No.  353,  1915.] 

Monopoly  and  competition  —  Electricity  —  Invasion  of  territory  partly 
served  by  outside  municipal  plant. 

An  electric  utility  will  be  permitted  to  operate  in  a  township 
whose  outskirts  are  served  by  an  outside  municipal  plant,  although 
the  territory  cannot  support  two  active  companies,  where  it  appears 
that  the  municipality  furnishes  service  only  from  surplus  current,  that 
its  service  cannot  be  easily  regulated,  that  its  present  service  will  not 
be  encroached  upon,  and  that  there  win  be  no  active  competition  as 
between  two  private  corporations. 

[January  26,  1916.] 

Application  of  the  Towamencin  Electric  Company  for  a 
certificate  of  convenience  evidencing  approval  of  its  incorpora- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  supplying  electricity  in  Towamencin 
township;  granted. 

Appearances:  C.  R.  Maguire  and  L.  E.  Dutton  for  peti- 
tioners; Samuel  D.  Conver  for  protestant 

Brechty  Commissioner :  The  applicant  in  this  proceeding  is 
asking  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  evidencing  the  ap- 
proval of  its  incorporation  to  manufacture  and  supply  light,  heat, 
and  power  by  means  of  electricity  to  the  public  in  Towamencin 
township,  Montgomery  county,  Pennsylvania.  The  petition  sets 
forth  that  "there  is  no  public  service  company  authorized  to 
furnish  light,  heat,  and  power"  in  said  township,  but  that  electric 
current  is  now  being  furnished  from  the  municipal  plant  of  the 
borough  of  Lansdale  to  "certain  farmers"  living  on  the  edge  of 
Towamencin  township,  adjacent  to  the  aforesaid  borough. 

A  protest  has  been  filed  by  the  borough  of  Lansdale,  alleging 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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among  other  things,  that  the  said  borough  ^4s  at  present  furnish- 
ing  electric  current  to  certain  residents  of  the  township  of 
Towamencin  ;'*  that  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  the  current 
there  now  exists  outside  of  the  borough  limits  approximately  3 
miles  of  line;  that  the  borough  aforesaid  is  furnishing  current 
to  residents  of  the  township  of  Towamencin  under  authority  of 
an  act  of  assembly,  and  has  obtained  the  consent  of  the  township 
authorities  as  required  under  said  act;  and  that  the  borough 
of  Lansdale  is  g^ierating  '^sufficient  current  to  warrant  it  in 
engaging  to  supply  current  outside  of  its  limits." 

The  township  of  Towamencin  is  a  township  of  the  second 
class,  and  lies  immediately  west  of  the  borough  of  Lansdale, 
being  adjacent  thereto.  The  township  is  largely  in  the  form  of 
a  square,  having  an  area  of  about  8  or  9  square  miles,  and  has 
a  population  of  about  1,200,  consisting  chiefly  of  people  living 
in  a  farming  community.  Kulpsville,  situated  in  the  central  part 
of  the  township,  is  the  only  village  of  any  size  within  its  borders, 
and  has  a  population  of  about  300  people.  The  borough  of  Lans- 
dale has  a  population  of  about  4,000  in  round  numbers. 

At  the  several  hearings  held  in  the  matter,  counsel  for  both 
parties  in  interest  agreed  substantially  upon  the  following  items 
and  facts:     There  is  no  corporation  in  Towamencin  township 
supplying  electric  current  at  present.    The  applicant  corporation 
is  to  be  financed  and  merged  with  the  Philadelphia  Suburban 
Gas  &  Electric  Company,  which  has  facilities  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  Towamencin  township.     The  village  of  Kulpsville, 
which  the  petitioner  is  chiefly  concerned  in  supplying  with  cur- 
rent, is  3  miles  from  the  borough  of  Lansdale.     The  borough  of 
Lansdale  has  been  furnishing  current  to  a  few  consumers  for 
running  motors  for  a  period  of  about  five  years.    On  the  18th  of 
October  last,  the  supervisors  of  Towamencin  townsliip  passed  a 
resolution,  giving  the  borough  of  Lansdale  the  right  to  make 
contracts  to  furnish  electricity  to  the  public  in  that  township. 
There  are  now  eight  consumers  in  the  aforesaid  township  living 
within  a  radius  of  1  mile  from  the  borough  line,  who  are  fur- 
nished  with   current   from  the   municipal   plant   at   Lansdale. 
These  consumers  have  built  their  own  transmission  line  to  the 
borough  limits,  where  connection  is  made  with  the  plant  of  the 
borou^  for  current     It  was  also  held  that  the  township  of 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Towamencin  is  too  sparsely  settled  to  afford  adequate  revenue 
for  two  electric  light  companies,  if  both  were  allowed  to  do  busi- 
ness in  that  territory. 

It  appears  that  the  borough  of  Lansdale  claims  to  get  its  rights 
to  furnish  electric  current  for  all  purposes  to  consumers  living 
outside,  under  the  clause  in  the  borough  act  of  May  14,  1915, 
which  provides  that  boroughs  may  make  contracts  for  supplying 
electricity  for  "commercial  purposes"  outside  of  their  respective 
limits.  Whether  the  protestant  is  authorized  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  said  act  to  furnish  such  service  in  Towamencin 
township  as  it  proposes  need  not  be  determined  in  reaching  a 
conclusion  in  the  matter  before  us.  The  only  question  for  the 
Commission  to  determine  in  this  proceeding  is  whether  the  appli- 
cant shall  be  granted  permission  to  supply  electric  current  to  the 
public  in  the  aforesaid  township,  and  consequently  whether  the 
borough  has  the  right  or  is  denied  the  right  to  enter  the  territory 
under  the  act  of  May,  1915,  is  not  directly  involved  in  this  issue. 

Tinder  the  act  of  July  26,  1913,  the  public  service  rendered  by 
a  municipal  corporation  does  not  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
this  Commission,  and  in  consequence  consumers  receiving  such 
service  outside  of  the  municipality  have  no  protection  in  the 
matter  of  regulating  rates  and  service,  except  that  which  is 
afforded  by  the  borough  act  of  1915,  and  the  ordinary  channel 
of  the  courts.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  borough  act,  a  borough 
cannot  charge  outside  consumers  a  less  rate  than  is  charged  with- 
in the  borough  itself,  but  there  is  nothing  mentioned  in  the  said 
act  to  prevent  the  charge  of  a  higher  rate.  The  aforesaid  pro- 
vision will  likely  give  adequate  protection  as  to  rates,  but  in 
the  matter  of  service  and  facilities  the  consumer  has  no  redress 
save  through  the  ordinary  process  of  law. 

In  the  case  before  us,  if  the  Commission  should  decide  to  grant 
the  petition  of  the  applicant,  such  action  will  not  prevent  the 
protestant  from  continuing  doing  business  and  constructing  new 
facilities  if  the  borough  of  Lansdale  so  elects.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  application  be  refused,  the  protestant  will  have  a 
free  field  to  furnish  such  service  as  it  may  choose  to  offer,  and 
the  consumers  will  be  left  without  a  tribunal  to  r^ulate  the  rates 
and  services  which  may  be  established.  It  could  not  be  safely 
maintained  when  service  is  furnished  from  the  surplus  current 
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of  a  municipal  plants  that  the  same  diligent  effort  will  be  made  to 
develop  the  territory  and  install  facilities  within  the  reach  of 
eveiyone  desiring  service^  as  would  be  made  by  a  private  corpo- 
ration, since  the  latter  is  always  more  or  less  engaged  in  seeking 
ways  and  means  of  pushing  forward  its  plant  operations. 

Admittedly,  the  township  in  question  is  too  sparsely  populated 
to  warrant  two  competing  companies  to  operate  within  its  limits, 
yet  in  this  instance  the  question  arises :  Is  an  auxiliary  service 
from  a  municipality  supplied  at  convenient  points  of  accessibility 
the  only  type  of  service  a  township  should  be  permitted  to  have 
when  the  opportunity  is  presented  of  giving  its  people. the  fa- 
cilities and  services  of  a  corporation  that  is  properly  equipped  to 
supply  adequate  current  under  proper  regulation?  Further- 
more, permitting  the  petitioner  to  enter  Towamencin  township 
to  construct  its  facilities  will  not  establish,  under  conditions  as 
they  now  or  will  then  exist,  the  active  competition  that  would 
be  developed  between  two  private  corporations  operating  in  that 
field. 

Apparently  the  eight  consumers  now  using  current  from  the 
municipal  plant  of  Lansdale,  and  who  are  living  within  a  radius 
of  1  mile  from  the  borough  line,  will  continue  to  be  served  from 
that  source  whether  the  application  pending  be  "refused  or  ap- 
proved. Similar  service  is  supplied  from  the  same  plant'  to  resi- 
dents living  adjacent  to  the  borough  lines  in  three  other  town- 
ships. Counsel  for  applicant  also  stated  that  if  the  application 
be  approved,  petitioner  will  not  encroach  upon  the  territory  now 
occupied  by  these  eight  consumers,  and  consequently,  although 
these  men  put  up  their  own  lines,  they  will  not  be  required  to  bear 
any  loss  or  sacrifice  any  property,  should  such  approval  be 
granted. 

After  duly  considering  the  matter  in  all  of  its  aspects,  the 
Commission  has  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  application  of 
the  Towamencin  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  should  be  ap- 
proved, and  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  be  issued  to  the 
said  corporation.  An  order  will,  accordingly,  be  so  issued. 
P.U.R.191«C. 
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PENNSYIiVANIA  SUPREBIB  COURT. 

BOROUGH  OF  HANOVER 

V. 

HANOVER  SEWER  COMPANY. 

(—  Pa.  — ,  06  Atl.  132.) 

Valuation'-' Repi*oduction  cost  less  depreciation ^- Right  to  consider 
original  cost. 

1.  The  ori^^inal  cost  of  a  sewer  gystem  may  be  considered  in  fixing 
the  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  for  municipal  acquisition,  al- 
though such  element  is  not  controlling. 

Evidence '^  Best  and  secondary '— Failure  to  prodtice  ^^  Construction 
contract -'^  Evidence  of  original  cost, 

2.  Evidence  of  the  original  cost  of  a  sewer  system,  in  so  far  as  cov- 
ered by  a  construction  contract,  as  well  as  a  copy  of  the  contract,  is  ad- 
missible in  a  proceeding  to  fix  the  present  value  for  municipal  acqui- 
sition where  the  utility,  when  called  upon  for  the  original  contract, 
only  produces  an  agreement  which  throws  no  light  upon  the  subject. 

Depreciation '— Sewers -^  Reproduction   cost   less  depreciation -^  Con» 
dition  of  disposal  plant  and  manhole  bottoms. 

3.  Evidence  that  a  sewer  disposal  plant  was  not  in  good  working 
order,  and  that  manhole  bottoms  needed  repairs,  is  admissible  in  a  pro- 
ceeding to  fix,  for  municipal  acquisition,  the  reproduction  cost  leas  de- 
preciation of  a  sewer  system,  since  such  conditions  show  depreciation. 

Valuation'^ Sewers '-ReprodtMctlon    cost    less    depreciation '— Money 
owing  for  development  worJc, 

4.  A  sewer  company's  indebtedness  for  development  woiic  cannot  be 
considered  in  a  proceeding  to  fix  the  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation 
for  municipal  acquisition. 

Appeal  and  review '^  Erroneous  admission  of  evidence -^  Failure  to 
review  request  to  strike, 

5.  In  a  proceeding  to  fix  the  present  value  of  a  plant,  there  is  no 
error  in  refusing  to  strike  out  doubtful  testimony  as  to  expenditures  for 
betterments,  where  it  is  admitted,  temporarily,  and  the  request  to 
strike  out  is  not  renewed. 

Valttation  —  Going  value  —  Deprivation  of  growing  business. 

6.  In  fixing  the  actual  value  of  a  sewer  system  at  the  time  it  is 
taken  over  by  a  city,  no  allowance  can  be  made  for  the  loss  of  a  grow- 
ing and  profitable  business  following  early  losses,  where  there  is  no 
showing  whether  early  losses  were  from  bad  management  and  where  the 
franchise  expires  when  the  plant  is  taken  over. 

[October  4,  1915.] 

From  a  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  of  York 
County  for  plaintiff  in  a  proceeding  by  the  Borough  of  Hanover 
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to  fix  the  value  of  the  sewer  system  of  the  Hanover  Sewer  Com- 
pany^ plaintiff  appeals  on  the  ground  that  adverse  rulings  result 
in  an  excessive  value  for  the  system;  reversed  and  new  trial 
awarded. 

Appearances:  John  L.  Rouse  and  T.  F.  Chrostwaite  for 
appellant;  William  Findlay  Brown  and  Cochran^  Williams,  & 
Kain  for  appellee. 

Potter,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
f  1,  2]    This  was  a  proceeding  to  ascertain  the  value  of  the 
sewerage  system  of  the  defendant  company,  which  was  taken 
over  by  the  borough  of  Hanover,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  assembly  of  April  19,  1901,  P.  L.  82,  which  authorizes  a 
municipality  to  acquire  the  property  of  a  sewer  company  upon 
payment  of  the  actual  value  thereof  at  the  time  of  taking.     As 
atated  by  counsel  for  appellee,  the  case  was  tried  upon  the  theory 
that  the  actual  present  value  of  the  physical  property  was  to  be 
determined  by  showing  the  cost  of  reproduction,  less  deprecia- 
tion.     The  principle  is  unquestioned  that  proof  of  the  original 
cost  of  construction  of  a  public  utility  is  competent  evidence  to 
be  considered  as  an  element  in  ascertaining  present  value.    While 
not  controlling,  it  is  to  be  considered  with  other  elements  entering 
into  the  value.    This  is  the  doctrine  of  our  own  cases,  and  of  those 
in  the  Federal  jurisdiction,  as  well.     Thus  in  National  Water- 
works Co.  V.  Kansas  City,  27  L.R.A.  827,  10  C.  C.  A.  653,  27  U. 
S.  App.  165,  62  Fed.  853,  Mr.  Justice  Brewer  held  that  the  orig- 
inal cost  of  the  works  should  have  been  shown  by  the  company  as 
nn  aid  to  the  court  in  reaching  a  just  conclusion.    In  the  present 
<»a3e,  the  defendant  company,  when  called  upon,  failed  to  produce 
the  original  contract  for  the  constniction  of  the  system,  which 
would  have  shown  the  prices  paid  for  the  labor  and  materials 
which  went  into  the  work.    An  offer  was  then  made  on  behalf  of 
the  borough  to  make  proof  of  a  copy  of  the  contract,  by  one  of 
the  engineers  who  was  in  active  charge  of  the  work  of  construc- 
tion.   This  was  to  be  followed  by  proof  of  the  amount  of  labor, 
and  quantities  of  material  furnished  at  the  unit  prices,  so  that 
the  whole  offer  would  have  shown  the  cost  of  construction  of  the 
system,  in  so  far  as  it  was  covered  by  the  contract.    The  refusal 
of  offers  of  testimony  of  this  character  is  made  the  subject  of  the 
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first  and  fourth  assignments  of  error.  The  testimony  i^as 
relevant  and  should  have  heen  admitted  as  tending  to  show  the 
original  cost  of  construction,  which  was  an  element  to  be  con- 
sidered in  ascertaining  the  value  of  the  plant  The  paper  identi- 
fied as  exhibit  No.  1,  which  was  produced  by  defendant  company, 
was  in  no  sense  an  answer  to  the  call  of  counsel  for  plaintiff. 
It  set  forth  an  agreement  which  was  made  the  basis  of  a  greatly 
inflated  issue  of  bonds  and  stock,  but  it  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  actual  cost  of  construction  of  the  sewer  system,  and 
threw  no  light  upon  that  subject.  In  the  absence  of  any  better 
evidence  of  the  cost  of  construction,  these  offers  on  the  part  of 
the  plaintiff  should  have  been  admitted.  The  first  and  fourth 
assignments  of  error  are  sustained. 

[3]  As  the  method  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  the  system 
consisted  in  ascertaining  the  cost  of  reproduction  less  depre- 
ciation, it  is  difiicult  to  understand  why  the  court  below  rejected 
certain  offers  of  evidence,  by  the  plaintiff,  which  tended  to  show 
depreciation  of  the  system  at  the  time  the  plant  was  taken  over. 
If  the  disposal  plant  was  not  then  in  good  working  order  and 
required  reconstruction,  that  would  certainly  be  an  item  of  depre- 
ciation. If  the  condition  of  the  manhole  bottoms  was  such  at 
that  time  as  to  require  repair,  that  would  also  be  an  item  of 
depreciation.  Offers  of  evidence  as  to  these  matters  were  clearly 
relevant,  and  should  have  been  admitted.  They  were  offered 
as  separate  items,  and  apparently  to  make  clear  the  claim  for 
depreciation  of  the  system ;  if  the  amounts  were  included  in  other 
general  statements  that  could  have  been  shown  by  cross-exam- 
ination. The  second,  third,  and  thirteenth  assignments  of  error 
are  sustained. 

We  see  no  merit  in  the  sixth  and  seventh  assignments  of  error. 
The  testimony,  of  which  complaint  is  there  made,  is  that  of 
witnesses  who  were  all  apparently  well  qualified  to  give  evidence 
as  to  the  matters  of  which  inquiry  was  being  made. 

[4]  In  the  eighth  assignment  of  error  complaint  is  made  of 

the  admission  of  testimony  as  to  the  amount  of  money  which  the 

company  had  borrowed  and  was  owing  for  development  work. 

This  was  an  immaterial  matter.    The  question  to  be  ascertained 

was  the  value  of  the  system,  and  the  amount  of  the  company's 

indebtedness  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  question.     Its  admis* 
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sion  ooiild  only  tend  to  confuse  the  jury. '  Whether  the  company 
used  cash  in  the  treasury  or  borrowed  money  to  pay  the  cost  of 
construction  would  make  no  difference.  This  assignment  is  there- 
fore sustained. 

[5J  In  the  tenth  assignment  of  error,  complaint  is  made  that 
the  court  below  erred  in  refusing  to  strike  out  certain  testimony 
as  to  expenditures  for  betterments.  The  trial  judge  was  evi- 
dently in  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  admitting  the  evidence, 
the  witness  being  uncertain  as  to  the  application  of  the  money, 
but  Jie  finally  stated  that  he  would  allow  it  to  remain  for  the 
time  being.  Had  the  request  for  its  exclusion  been  renewed,  it 
might  have  been  granted.  In  the  absence  of  such  a  renewed 
request,  we  do  not  feel  that  the  trial  judge  should  be  deemed  to 
have  erred  in  this  respect. 

[6]  In  the  nineteenth  assignment  of  error,  oomplaint  is  made 
of  the  answer  of  the  court  below,  to  defendant's  eighth  point  for 
charge,  which  point  and  the  answer  were  as  follows: 

^*If  the  jury  believes  that  the  sewers  were  constructed  by  the 
company  eleven  years  ago,  and  were  operated  at  a  loss  for  about 
ten  years,  since  when  the  system  has  been  operated  at  a  profit, 
and  that  the  company  has  incurred  an  indebtedness  of  about 
$135,000  to  pay  the  cost  of  construction,  operation,  and  the 
development  of  the  business  to  a  point  where  the  revenue  derived 
therefrom  is  suflScient  to  pay  operating  expenses  and  return  a 
profit,  then  the  jury  may  consider  such  facts,  and  determine 
whether  or  not  the  company  has  suffered  additional  loss  by  being 
deprived  of  a  growing  business  under  such  circumstances." 

The  point  was  answered  as  follows : 

"If  the  jury  find  from  all  the  evidence  the  facts  as  presented 
in  this  point,  then  the  point  is  afiirmed." 

It  is  contended  by  counsel  for  appellant  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  testimony  upon  which  to  base  this  point,  and  that  imder 
it  the  jury  was  permitted  to  include  the  amount  of  deficits,  or 
losses  in  the  business,  as  an  element  of  value  in  the  system.  It 
seems  to  us  that  the  point  is  open  to  this  latter  objection.  If 
the  going  value  of  a  concern  is  to  be  fixed  in  part  by  including 
losses  in  operation,  then  a  premium  may  be  placed  upon  poor 
judgment,  misfortune,  or  bad  management.  The  greater  the  loss, 
the  greater  would  be  the  value  of  the  plant.  Such  a  theory  can- 
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not  be  accepted  as  sound.  In  Appleton  Waterworks  Co.  v.  Rail- 
road Commission,  154  Wis-  121,  47  L.R.A.(N.S.)  770,  142  N. 
W.  47G,  Ann.  Cas.  1915B,  1160,  the  supreme  court  of  Wisconsin 
sajs:  "The  actual  original  cost  of  establishing  the  business  of 
the  existing  plant  is  very  clearly  imsatisfactory  to  the  last  degree 
as  a  test  of  going  value,  because  it  may  have  been  wasteful  and' 
extravagant." 

This  observation  would  be  even  more  true  as  applied  to  losyaes 
incurred  in  the  operation  of  the  business. 

In  the  present  case  the  defendant  company  was  undoubtedly 
entitled  to  compensation  for  the  value  of  its  business  as  a  going 
concern  and  for  whatever  its  franchise  could  actually  be  shown  tx) 
be  worth.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that  it  had  no  perpetual 
privilege,  and  permission  to  operate  was  granted  to  it  only  under 
the  express  provisions  of  the  statute  which  empowered  the  mu- 
nicipality to  become  at  any  time  the  owner  of  the  sewerage  sys- 
tem, and  to  take  over  the  property  of  the  company,  by  paying 
the  actual  value  at  the  time  of  taking.  The  sewer  company  had 
the  right  to  carry  on  its  business  in  the  borough  only  until  such 
time  as  the  municipality  chose  to  exercise  its  right  of  purchase. 
It  is  difficult  to  see  how  there  could  be  any  appreciable  amount 
of  value  in  such  a  determinable  franchise  as  that.  The  company 
must  be  regarded  as  having  accepted  the  privilege  of  constructing 
and  operating  a  sewer  system,  upon  the  condition  that  it  would 
sell  that  system  and  the  property  used  in  connection  therewith, 
to  the  municipality,  for  its  fair  and  reasonable  value,  at  the 
time  when  the  municipality  should  see  fit  to  take  it  over.  The 
point  in  question  ignored  these  features,  and  they  do  not  seem 
to  have  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  jury  in  any  other 
portion  of  the.  charge.  We  sustain  the  nineteenth  assignment 
of  error,  and,  as  we  have  already  indicated,  the  first,  second, 
third,  fourth,  eighth,  and  thirteenth  assignments  are  also  sus* 
tained. 

The  judgment  is  reversed,  with  a  venire  facias  de  novo. 

Note.— After  the  reversal,  the  valuation  was  referred  to  the 
arbitration  of  three  engineers  under  an  agreement  that  a  unanimous 
decision  would  be  final  and  preclude  any  appeal.  A  imanimous  de- 
cision, made  final  on  February  28,  1916,  was  made  by  the  arbi- 
trators : 
P.U.K.1916C. 
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We  have  carefully  consiclered  such  evidence  as  to  the  value  of  the 
property  of  the  Hanover  Sewer  Company  as  appears  in  the  appel- 
lant's paper  book,  filed  in  connection  with  the  trial  in  court  in 
March,  1914;  we  have  heard  such  additional  evidence  as  seemed 
desirable ;  we  have  carefully  considered  the  law  applicable  to  the  case, 
including  the  opinion  of  the  supreme  court,  filed  in  this  case  October 
24,  1915  ;  and  we  have  determined  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of 
the  Hanover  Sewer  Company  to  be  $85,400.  Including  the  $4,- 
587.85  mutually  agreed  upon  by  the  representative  of  the  borough 
of  Hanover  and  of  the  sewer  company,  as  the  amount  due  for  ex- 
tensions since  the  original  trial,  the  total  value  determined  by  us 
is  $89,987.85. 

In  arriving  at  this  figure,  we  determined  from  the  evidences  given 
that  the  original  cost,  partly  actual  and  partly  estimated,  waa  $67,- 
600.  We  have  figured  that  it  would  cost  $79,680  to  reproduce  the 
plant  of  the  sewer  company,  and  that  the  depreciation  on  the  exist- 
.  ing  plants  has  been  $7,580,  giving  the  estimated  reproduction  value 
of  the  plant  as  $72,100. 

Alfred  E.  Forstall,  Farley  Gannett,  Ezra  B.  Whitman,  Arbitrators. 
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G.  VILLAPLOR  et  al. 

V. 

COMPANIA  GENERAL  I)E  TABACOS  DE  FILIPINAS  et  al. 

[Case  No.  134.] 

Rates  ^  Steatnship '-^  Excess   of  what   tlie   traffic  will  hear -^  Out  of 
pocJcet  expense. 

A  steamship  lumber  rate  of  more  than  the  traffic  will  bear  wiU 
not  be  reduced  to  a  point  that  will  move  the  traffic  where  terminal  out- 
of-pocket  expenses  will  not  be  covered. 

[January  26,  1916.] 

Complaint  by  shippers  that  interisland  steamship  rates  on 
himber  below  the  first  class  are  the  same  as  first  class  although  it 
is  neither  as  heavy  nor  as  valuable;  dismissed. 

By  the  Board:     This  case  is  before  the  Board  for  decision 

upon  a  complaint  by  various  himber  dealers  of  Aparri,  province 

of  Cagayan,  against  the  rates  charged  by  interisland  carriers 

on  lumber  of  the  second,  third,  and  fourth  groups,  on  the  ground 
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that  the  rate  on  these  inferior  grades  of  lumber  is  the  same  as 
that  of  the  first  group^  notwithstanding  the  difference  in  the 
value  thereof.  It  is  alleged  that  the  traflSc  in  lumber  of  the 
inferior  groups  will  not  bear  the  present  rate.  It  is  also  alleged 
that  the  lumber  of  the  inferior  groups  is  not  as  heavy  as  the 
lumber  of  the  first  group,  and  therefore  should  not  bear  as  high 
a  rate. 

'  Inasmuch  as  the  only  interisland  carriers  operating  between 
Aparri  and  Manila  are  the  Compania  (General  de  Tabacos  de 
Filipinas  and  Ynchausti  &  Company,  a  copy  of  the  complaint 
was  served  upon  these  two  companies  with  the  usual  requirement 
for  answer. 

Answer  was  filed  thereto  in  due  course  by  the  Philippine 
Shipowners  Association,  to  whom  the  complaint  had  been  re- 
ferred by  Ynchausti  &  Company  and  the  Compania  General  de 
Tabacos  de  Filipinas,  members  thereof,  to  the  effect  that  it  is 
impossible  for  shipowners  to  lower  the  present  rates  on  lumber 
of  the  inferior  groups. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  answer  the  case  was  set  for  hearing, 
and  the  hearing  took  place  before  Commissioner  De  Witt  of  this 
Board  on  the  1st  day  of  December,  1914.  In  the  course  of  the 
hearing,  certain  evidence  was  brought  out  making  necessary  an 
investigation  into  the  question  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  pres- 
ent rate  on  all  classes  of  lumber  between  Aparri  and  Manila, 
and  as  a  result  thereof  the  hearing  terminated  with  an  order 
requiring  the  two  respondent  companies  to  present  before  the 
Board,  within  thirty  days  from  the  date  thereof,  the  best  possi- 
ble operation  statement  for  the  year  1913,  for  their  steamships, 
Mauban,  Yizcaya,  and  Elcano,  showing  in  said  operation  state- 
ments the  charges  for  insurance,  depreciation,  and  the  propor- 
tionate part  of  general  expenses  of  administration  that  should 
be  assigned  to  each  of  said  ships,  together  with  a  statement  of  the 
basis  for  the  determination  of  such  proportion,  and  also  the 
proportionate  part  of  the  year  in  which  each  of  said  ships  plied 
on  the  route  between  Manila  and  Aparri,  and  the  number  of 
voyages  made  on  that  route. 

Instead  of  complying  with  this  order,  the  respondent  com- 
panies filed  a  long  exception  thereto  in  the  form  of  a  motion,  in 

which  it  was  prayed  that  said  order  be  recalled  and  revoked. 
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This  motion  was  denied  by  order  of  the  Board  dated  January 
29,  1915,  and  in  addition  to  the  information  required  by  said 
order  the  respondent  companies  were  required  to  present  full 
and  detailed  information,  showing:  First,  daily  cost  of  opera- 
tion, supported  by  proper  and  detailed  schedule  showing  all  items 
entering  into  same;  second,  the  amount  of  lumber  and  logs  which 
may  be  loaded  per  day  under  conditions  prevailing  at  the  ports 
of  S.  Vieente,  Aparri,  and  Casabalanga  in  the  province  of  Caga- 
van;  and  third,  tlie  amount  of  lumber  of  the  same  class  which 
may  be  unloaded  per  day  in  Manila.  This  order  was  not  com- 
plied with,  as  a  result  of  which  this  Board  instituted  judicial 
proceedings  in  the  court  of  first  instance  in  the  city  of  Manila 
to  enforce  said  order.  During  rtie  pendency  of  these  proceed- 
ings and  on  the  7th  of  October,  1915,  the  respondent  companies 
filed  statements  complying  therewith,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  judicial  proceedings  would  be  dismissed,  and  the  proceedings 
were  accordingly  dismissed. 

From  the  evidence  presented  at  the  hearing,  and  from  the 
statements  filed  by  the  respondents  in  compliance  with  the 
Board's  order,  we  find  that  the  principal  lumber  of  inferior 
groups  produced  in  the  Aparri  district  is  calantas,  which  is  lum- 
ber of  the  second  group  under  the  official  classification.  This  lum- 
ber is  shipped  in  logs  from  San  Vicente  and  Casabalanga,  both  in 
the  Aparri  district,  to  Manila  when  the  market  is  such  as  to  jus- 
tify shipment  thereof;  the  rate  thereon  works  out  at  ?  11,05 
per  cubic  meter  from  San  Vicente  under  the  rates  prescribed  in 
order  No.  16  of  the  former  Board  of  Rate  Regulation,  and  volun- 
tarily filed  by  the  respondent  companies  with  this  Board  shortly 
after  its  organization;  the  market  price  thereof  in  Manila  at 
the  time  of  the  hearing  was  60  centavos  per  Spanish  cubic  foot, 
and  there  are  46.22  Spanish  cubic  feet  to  the  cubic  meter.  The 
cost  of  placing  this  lumber  in  the  Manila  market  is  as  follows, 
p&r  cubic  meter: 

CnUing ^4.622 

Arrastro * e.933 

Forestry  dues  3.12 

Frei^i — San  Vicente  to  Manila 11.06 

Loading  at  San  Vicente 2.31 

Commiaaioiis  A  delivery,  ManHa 3.76 

'iifc  ■  >  ■ 

Total    «1.73 

P.r.R.19]6C.  » 
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— or  about  69  centavos  per  Spanish  cubic  foot.  The  cost,  ex- 
clusive of  freight,  is  about  45  centavos  per  Spanish  cubic  foot,  and 
it  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  traffic  under  market  prices  prevailing 
at  the  time  of  the  hearing  will  not  bear  a  rate  of  more  than  30 
to  12  centavos  per  Spanish  cubic  foot,  or  about  ^5.55  per  cubic 
meter.  The  present  rate  works  out  at  approximately  24  centavos 
per  Spanish  cubic  foot. 

It  is  therefore  clear  that  the  traffic  in  the  inferior  grades  of 
lumber  will  not  bear  the  present  rate. 

Would  such  a  rate  cover  the  actual  out-of-pocket  cost  to  the 
carrier?  On  the  whole,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  this  out-of- 
pocket  cost  is  fuUy  represented  by  the  delay  occasioned  the  ship 
in  loading  and  discharging  the  commodity  in  question.  Under 
the  figures  presented  by  the  respondents  it  is  shown  that  the  daily 
cost  of  operation  of  the  steamship  Vizcaya  from  1910  to  1914, 
inclusive,  ranged  from  ^360  to  ?'390, — of  the  steamship  Sorso- 
gon,  from  ?360  to  1P=400, — of  the  Elcano,  ?360, — of  the  Mau- 
ban,  -^485, — of  the  Isidore  Pone,  ?380, — of  the  P.  de  Sotolon- 
go,  ?330, — and  of  the  C,  de  Filipinas,  ?'335.  Of  course,  the  cost 
of  operation  while  the  ship  is  loading  or  discharging  is  less  be- 
cause of  diminished  coal  and  oil  consumption  j  but  we  shall  pro- 
ceed on  those  figures  as  a  basis  for.  determining  the  out-of-pocket 
cost  to  the  carrier  incurred  while  moving  the  lumber  in  ques- 
tion. The  respondent  Ynchausti  &  Company  states  in  its  return 
that  it  is  possible  to  load  and  discharge  approximately  60  logs 
daily.  .  The  respondent  the  Compania  General  de  Tabacos  de 
Filipinas  states  that  the  Mauban  loads  up  to  160  logs  a  day,  and 
the  P.  de  Sotolongo  is  able  to  load  only  10  or  20  logs  a  day, 
by  reason  of  less  suitable  equipment.  The  evidence  shows  that 
these  logs  average  4  meters  in  length  and  60  centimeters  square, 
thus  measuring  1.44  cubic  meters  each.  Assuming  an  average 
loading  and  discharging  capacity  of  60  logs  per  day,  this  works 
out  at  86.4  cubic  meters  per  day,  on  which  the  earnings  at  pres- 
ent rates  are  ?954.72.  The  operation  of  the  boat  for  the  two  days 
required  for  loading  and  unloading  will,  under  the  figures  given 
by  the  respondent  companies, 'vv-ork  out  at  1P720.  It  will  thus 
be  seen  that  on  such  a  load  only  ^=234.72  are  left  for  the  haulage, 
after  the  payment  of  the  terminal  or  out-of-pocket  expenses. 
These  figures  have  caused  us  to  conclude  that  the  present  rate  is 
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not  unreasonably  high  under  conditions  prevailing  at  the  points 
of  loading,  and  that  if  the  rate  were  reduced  to  a  point  sufficiently 
low  to  enable  the  traffic  in  question  to  move  it  would  necessarily 
be  reduced  to  a  point  below  the  present  out;of-pocket  expenses 
occasioned  the  carrier  in  moving  the  commodity  in  question  or 
about  50  per  cent. 

The  comparison  made  by  the  complainants  and  their  represen- 
tative during  the  hearing  with  rates  on  Hongkong,  while  inter- 
esting and  giving  rise  in  the  mind  of  the  Board  to  a  doubt  as  to 
the  reasonableness  of  the  rate  actually  in  force,  is  iii  no  sense 
controlling.  The  variations  in  operating  expenses  and  in  loading 
facilities  at  Hongkong  account  largely  for  the  lower  Hongkong 
rata 

On  the  whole,  on  the  evidence  before  us  we  have  reached  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  useless  to  attempt  to  disturb  the  present  race. 
It  cannot  be  reduced  to  the  point  where  the  traffic  in  inferior 
grades  of  lumber  will  move  under  present  market  conditions  and 
still  cover  outof-pocket  expenses  represented  by  terminal  delays. 
It  does  not  appear  in  itself  to  produce  an  unreasonable  return. 
If  loading  facilities  were  better  at  San  Vicente  and  Casabalanga, 
so  as  to  increase  the  daily  loading  capacity  of  the  ships  plying 
in  that  trade,  we  should  have  arrived  at  a  different  conclusion. 
We  are  not  convinced,  however,  that  under  present  conditions 
the  rate  complained  of  is  unreasonably  excessive. 

The  complaint  is  therefore  dismissed. 


RHOBE  ISIjANB  PUBLIC  tJTHilTICS  COMMISSION. 

NEWPOKT  &  PROVIDEXCE  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

V. 

TOWN  COUNCIL  OF  THE  TOWN  OP  MIDDLETOWN. 

[No.  32.] 

Service  —  Street  railways  —  Two  men  operation  of  cars. 

A  rule  requiring  two  men  for  the  operation  of  an  electric  street 
car  in  a  town  is  reasonable,  although  traffic  is  very  light. 

[February  4,  1916.] 
P.U.R.lfll6C. 
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Complaint  by  Newport  &  Providence  Railway  Oompany  that 
service  rules  prescribed  by  an  ordinance  of  the  Town  Council  of 
Middletown  are  unreasonable;  dismissed. 

By  the  Commission:  On  November  26, 1915,  the  town  coun- 
cil of  the  town  of  Middletown,  acting  under  the  authority  of  the 
franchise  agreement  entered  into  with  the  railway  company  on 
June  16,  1902,  passed  an  ordinance  as  follows: 

"Section  I.  It  is  ordained  by  the  town  council  of  Middletown, 
as  follows,' to  wit: 

"In  pursuance  of  the  power  and  authority  reserved  by  the 
town  council  of  Middletown,  in  the  two  ordinances  passed  by  said 
town  council,  the  first  being  under  date  of  December  20,  1897, 
granting  to  the  Middletown  &  Portsmouth  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany permission  to  locate  its  tracks,  poles,  and  wires  in  certain 
streets  and  highways  in  the  town  of  Middletown,  for  the  opera- 
tion of  an  electric  street  railway,  and  the  second  bearing  date 
June  16,  1902,  granting  to  the  Newport  &  Bristol  Ferry  Railway 
Company  permission  to  locate  its  tracks,  poles,  and  wires  in  cer- 
tain streets  and  highways  in  the  town  of  Middletown,  for  the 
operation  of  an  electric  street  railway,  and,  by  virtue  of  the  au- 
thority conferred  by  the  general  laws  of  the  state,  the  following 
recited  rules  and  regulations  are  hereby  adopted,  and  declared  to 
be  in  full  force  and  effect,  from  and  after  the  1st  day  of  January, 
A.  D.  1916,  and  all  street  railway  companies  now  operating  elec- 
tric cars  within  the  highways  of  the  town  of  Middletown  are 
hereby  notified,  required,  and  directed  to  observe  and  conform  to 
said  rules  and  regulations,  to  wit : 

"Rule  I.  No  electric  car  shall  be  operated  within  the  highways 
of  Middletown,  unless  the  same  shall  be  in  good  working  order 
readily  stopped  or  started,  the  brakes  and  other  appliances  in 
condition  to  be  easily  and  effectually  applied,  and  capable  of 
meeting  any  emergency.  No  car  in  a  disabled  condition  shall  be 
propelled  by  its  own  motor  through  the  highways  of  Middletown. 
During  the  night  season  all  cars  shall  be  sufficiently  lighted  to 
indicate  their  location  in  the  highway,  and  cars  shall  not  be  sta- 
tioned in  the  highway  in  the  nighttime  without  being  lighted. 

"Rule  11.  Between  the  Newport  line  and  the  Two  Mile  Corner 
cars  shall  not  be  operated  at  a  rate  of  speed  exceeding  20  miles 
per  hour. 
P.I'.R.1916C. 
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''In  approaching  a  crossing  a  whistle  shall  be  blown  and  the 
car  slowed  up.  At  the  One  Mile  Comer,  Two  Mile  Comer,  and 
at  Portsmouth  line  cars  shall  be  stopped. 

"In  descending  hills  the  speed  of  the  car  shall  be  reduced  to  a 
limit  not  exceeding  20  miles  per  hour. 

'Ilule  III.  !N'o  car  shall  be  operated  within  the  highways  of 
Middletown,  unless  attended  by  two  competent  men,  one  of  whom 
shall  be  a  trained  motorman  duly  instructed  in  the  art  of  operat- 
ing an  electric  car,  and  capable  of  running  and  controlling  the 
»ame  under  any  and  all  conditions.  This  rule  shall  apply  to  work 
cars  as  well  as  to  passenger  cars. 

"Rule  IV.  No  employee  of  any  street  railway  corporation 
shall  operate  or  run  cars  in  the  highways  of  Middletown  contrary 
to  the  provisions  of  this  ordinance. 

"Any  such  employee  violating  the  provisions  of  this  ordinance 
shall  for  each  offense  be  fined  not  exceeding  $20,  to  be  recovered 
by  complaint  and  warrant  before  any  court  of  competent  juris- 
diction, to  the  use  of  the  town. 

"Rule  V.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  town  sergeant  and  police 
constables  of  the  town  to  attend  to  the  enforcement  of  this  ordi- 
nance, and  to  complain  of  and  prosecute  to  final  judgment  all 
violations  hereof." 

The  railway  company  on  December  29,  1915,  filed  its  com- 
plaint, setting  forth  that  the  rules  prescribed  in  said  ordinance 
were  unreasonable,  in  some  respects  impossible  of  fulfilment, 
and  wonld  tend  to  the  great  injury  and  inconvenience  of  the  rail- 
way and  its  patrons,  and  requested  that  the  Commission  cle- 
tennine  the  reasonableness  of  said  rules  in  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  granted  under  §  61  of  the  Public  Utilities  act,  viz.: 

'*Sec.  51.  Every  franchise  granted  to  any  public  utility  by 
any  town  or  city  and  all  contracts,  ordinances,  niles,  regulations 
and  orders  entered  into  or  made  by  any  town  or  city  regulating 
the  use  and  enjoyment  of  rights  and  franchises  granted  to  any 
public  utility  under  the  provisions  of  any  general  or  special  law, 
shall  be  subject  to  the  continuing  control  of  the  Commission  in 
the  exercise  of  the  powers  enumerated  in  this  act,  and  during  the 
existence  thereof,  every  such  franchise,  contract,  ordinance,  rule, 
regulation  and  order  shall  be  deemed  to  include,  and  be  subject 
to,  the  exercise  of  the  Commission  of  any  and  all  of  the  power* 
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of  regulation  provided  for  in  this  act."  R  L  Public  Laws  1912, 
chap,  795. 

Upon  the  hearing  the  issue  was  narrowed  to  the  reasonableness 
of  rule  III. : 

"No  car  shall  be  operated  within  the  highways  of  Middletown, 
unless  attended  by  two  competent  men,  one  of  whom  shall  be  a 
trained  motorman  duly  instructed  in  the  art  of  operating  an 
electric  car,  and  capable  of  running  and  controlling  the  same  un- 
der any  and  all  conditions.  This  rule  shall  apply  to  work  cars 
as  well  as  to  passenger  cars." 

The  Newport  &  Providence  Railway  Company  operates  a 
single  track  street  railway  with  turnouts,  about  12  miles  in 
length,  between  Washington  square  in  the  city  of  Newport  and 
Bristol  Ferry,  in  the  town  of  Portsmouth,  through  the  city  of 
Newport  and  the  towns  of  Middletown  and  Portsmouth,  to- 
gether with  a  ferry-boat  connection  to  the  town  of  Bristol.  It 
also  operates  a  line  1  mile  in  length  from  Washington  square  to 
the  United  States  Naval  Training  Station  in  Newport,  called  the 
"Training  Station  Line." 

Exclusive  of  Sundays  and  holidays,  two  double-truck  cars  are 
operated  on  tlie  main  line,  maintaining  an  hourly  schedule,  pass- 
ing in  front  of  the  car  barn.  Upon  Sundays  and  holidays  a  half- 
hourly  schedule  is  maintained  on  the  main  line.  Upon  the  Train- 
ing Station  Line  only  one  car  is  operated,  making  thirty-three 
round  trips  daily. 

Travel  is  light  in  the  winter  time,  readings  taken  of  the  pas- 
sengers boarding  the  cars  at  Bristol  Ferry  from  December  16, 
1915,  to  January  15,  1916,  showing  an  average  of  7.3  passengers 
per  car. 

The  Training  Station  Line  for  the  month  of  January,  1915, 
showed  an  average  of  ten  passengers  carried  to,  and  nine  passen- 
gers from,  the  station  per  car. 

The  railway  company  has  $800,000  of  bonds  and  $300,000  of 
stock  outstanding,  has  never  paid  any  dividends  on  its  stock,  and 
has  made  extraordinary  expenditures  out  of  earnings  in  1913- 
14-15,  totaling  $48,761,  which  have  practically  eliminated  its 
surplus. 

After  correspondence  with  various  street  railway  companies, 

copies  of  which  were  presented  at  the  hearing,  the  company  on 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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November  7,  1915,  commenced  the  operation  of  a  one  man  car  on 
the  Training  Station  Line,  and  on  December  1,  1915,  commenced 
a  similar  operation  on  the  main  line  between  Newport  and  Bris- 
tol Ferry. 

The  cars  were  remodeled  with  folding  doors  and  steps  con- 
trolled by  a  lever  operated  by  the  motorman,  and  the  rear  doors 
kept  closed  while  the  car  was  in  operation.  It  did  not  appear 
that  the  rear  door  could  be  opened  except  by  breaking.  The 
motorman  has  a  fare  box  and  acts  as  conductor,  selling  fare-zone 
tickets  or  slips,  of  different  colors  indicating  the  number  of  zones 
covered,  the  passenger  paying  his  fare  upon  entering  and  surren- 
dering the  ticket  or  slip  upon  leaving  the  car. 

The  company  defended  such  operation  upon  the  ground  that 
the  traffic  was  very  light  and  the  possibility  of  accident  remote, 
and  laid  particular  stress  upon  the  experience  of  other  roads 
where  platform  accidents  had  been  greatly  reduced  under  such 
operation. 

We  are  convinced  from  the  testimony  introduced  and  from 
our  investigation  of  the  matter  that  the  risks  of  operation  of 
electric  cars  would  be  greatly  increased  under  such  a  system  of 
operation,  especially  in  view  of  the  dangers  resulting  from  the 
very  large  increase  of  motor  traffic  upon  the  public  highways. 

The  attention  of  the  motorman  should  be  directed  entirely  to 
the  operation  of  his  car. 

No  matter  what  rules  may  be  adopted  to  govern  one  man 
operation,  the  combination  of  duties  would  tend  to  develop  care- 
less habits  on  the  part  of  motormen. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  petition  be  dismissed. 

Public  Utilities  Commission,  William  C.  Bliss,  Samuel  E. 
Hudson,  Robert  F.  Rodman,  Commissioners. 


CAIilFORNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

m  RE  CARL  C.  BELL  et  al. 

[Decision  No.  3101;  Application  No.  1915.] 

Conaolidationf  merger,  and  sale  ^^  Telephones  ~^  Price  not  binding  on 
rate-fixing  bodies. 

The  purchase  of  a  telephone  system,  made  without  ^e  consent  of 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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the  Commission,  at  a  price  in  excess  of  its  value,  may  be  approved  upon 
condition  that  neither  the  Commission  nor  any  other  rate-fixing  body 
shall  be  bound  by  the  selling  price. 

[February  16,  1916.] 

Application  of  Carl  0.  Bell  and  John  L.  Butler  for  an&oritv 
to  sell  the  Colfax  Telephone  Exchange  and  a  one-half  interedt  iii 
the  telephone  line  to  Iowa  Hill  to  Mrs.  S.  K.  Morrison  for 
$3,500 ;  granted  upon  condition  that  the  purchase  price  shall  not 
affect  the  valuation  of  the  property  for  rate-fixing  purposes. 

By  the  Commission:  This  is  an  application  on  behalf  of 
Carl  G.  Bell  and  John  L.  Butler,  hereinafter  designated  and 
referred  to  as  the  owners,  for  authority  to  sell  for  $3,500  to  Mrs. 
S.  K.  Morrison,  and  on  behalf  of  Mrs.  S.  K.  Morrison  for  au- 
thority to  purchase,  the  Colfax  Telephone  Exchange  in  the  city 
of  Colfax,  Placer  county,  and  a  one-half  interest  in  the  telephone 
line  to  Iowa  Hill  in  said  county. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  in  Colfax  on  February  3,  1916, 
and  from  the  evidence  it  appears  that  the  owners  have  kept  no 
books  or  records  of  the  costs  of  materials  or  labor,  nor  have  they 
filed  any  annual  reports  with  this  Commission  as  prescribed  by 
law.  This  condition  of  affairs,  while  not  caused  by  intentional 
violation  of  the  law,  has  rendered  it  impossible  to  form  any 
accurate  estimate  of  the  amount  of  capital  which  has  been  actual- 
ly invested  in  the  property. 

The  exchange  has  been  transferred  a  number  of  times  during 
its  brief  existence,  and  the  following  summary  of  these  transfers 
may  be  of  value  as  throwing  some  light  upon  the  history,  the 
growth,  and  the  average  age  of  the  plant : 

(a)  Bought  by  John  L.  Butler  from  Pacific  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  in  1905  or  1906,  1(5  subscribers  $    500 

(b)  Bought  by  J.  B.  McCleary  from  John  L.  Butler  in  1910,  21  sub- 
scribers        1,200 

(c)  Bought  by  the  present  owners  from  J.  B.  McCleary  on  May  22, 
1913,  48  subscribers   2,000 

This  last-mentioned  sale  was  approved  by  an  ex  parte  order 
of  this  Commission  (decision  No.  680,  reported  in  vol.  2,  opin- 
ions and  orders  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  California,  p, 
938)  without  passing  upon  the  valuation  of  the  property  or  upon 
the  reasonableness  of  the  purchase  price. 

In  June,  1915,  Mrs,  S.  K.  Morrison,  who  is  the  sister  of 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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applicant,  Carl  G.  Bell,  paid  the  owners  $3^,500  as  the  purchase 
price  for  the  Colfax  Telephone  Exchange,  which  now  has  76  sub- 
scribers, and  their  one-half  interest  in  the  Iowa  Hill  line,  with- 
out applicants  having  taken  the  precaution  of  obtaining  the 
anthordzation  of  this  Commission  for  the  proposed  transfer ;  and 
applicants  are  now  coming  before  this  Commission  at  this  rather 
late  date  to  obtain  its  authority. 

l%e  exchange  at  present  comprises  about  seventy-lGlve  tele- 
phones, with  connections  with  the  Pacific  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company's  system,  Colfax  Suburban  Telephone  Company  (a  so- 
called  ^farmer's  line'^),  and  with  the  Iowa  Hill  line,  together 
with  all  connections,  permits,  lines,  poles,  and  fixtures  belonging 
to,  or  appurtenant  to,  the  telephone  plant  of  said  Bell  and  Butler 
in  the  said  city  of  Colfax. 

From  the  evidence  it  appears  that  the  purchase  price  of  $3,500 
already  paid  by  Mrs.  S.  K.  Morrison  is  considerably  in  excess  of 
the  value  of  the  property  to  be  transferred,  and  in  granting  this 
application  it  must  be  distinctly  understood  that  neither  this 
Commission  nor  any  other  rate-fixing  body  shall  in  any  manner 
be  bound  by  the  selling  price  of  said  property. 


MASSACHTTSETTS  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

IN  BE  LOWELL  &  PITCHBTIBG  STREET  BAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

[P.  S.  C.  986,  987.] 

Cross^nam'^Constrttction  of  railway  at  grade  over  railroetd. 

1.  Street  railway  companies  whose  lines  terminated  on  either  side 
of  a  railroad  were  authorized  to  connect  their  tracks  along  a  highway 
croBsing  the  railroad  at  grade,  where  the  connection  would  enable 
patrons  to  make  a  continiious  trip  within  a  town  for  a  single  fare,  tlie 
iriew  was  unobstructed,  stops  at  an  adjacent  station  reduced  the  speed 
of  all  trains,  and  traffic  conditions  did  not  warrant  a  change  of  grade. 

Crtfssings -^  RatUvay  at  grade  over  railroad  ^^  When  permitted. 

2.  Hie  Massachusetts  Commission  will  not  permit  the  construc- 
tion of  an  electric  railway  at  grade  across  a  railroad,  under  §  21  of 
port  I.  of  chapter  463  of  the  Acts  of  19Q6,  uniess  the  advantages  clearly 
and  largely  outweigh  the  disadvantages. 


[February  2,  1916.] 
P.U.K-1916C. 
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Application  for  a  certificate  that  the  location  of  tracks  of  the 
Lowell  &  Fitchburg  Street  Railway  Company  in  Main  street  in 
the  town  of  Ayer  was  consistent  with  the  public  interests,  and 
for  an  order  authorizing  the  railway  to  cross  the  tracks  of  the 
Worcester,  Nashua,  &  Portland  division  of  the  Bostton  &  Maine 
Eailroad  at  that  place ;  location  approved  and  permission  to  cross 
granted  upon  condition  that  only  one  track  be  constructed ;  that 
the  crossing  be  constructed  and  maintained  by  the  street  railway 
company;  that  the  ^street  railway  station  an  employee  at  the 
crossing  to  warn  and  direct  traffic  in  addition  to  safeguards  re- 
quired by  law ;  that  such  further  safeguards  aa  may  be  hereafter 
ordered  will  be  installed ;  that  the  right  to  maintain  the  crossing 
shall  cease  upon  the  abolition  of  the  highway  grade  crossing  and 
in  any  event  on  February  1,  1920, 

By  the  Commission:  These  were  two  separate  petitions  of 
the  Lowell  &  Fitchburg  Street  Eailway  Company, — one  for  the 
approval  of  the  location  granted  by  the  selectmen  of  Ayer,  and 
the  other,  under  §  21  of  part  I.  of  chapter  463  of  the  Acts  or 
1906,  for  consent  to  construct  its  railway  across  the  tracks  of  the 
Boston  &  Maine  Railroad  at  this  point  at  grade.  As  they  have 
certain  aspects  in  common,  these  petitions  were  heard  jointly. 

[1]  The  present  easterly  terminus  of  the  location  of  the  Fitch- 
burg &  Leominster  Street  Railway  is  in  Main  street  in  the  town 
of  Ayer,  about  60  feet  from  the  point  where  the  main  tracks  of 
the  Worcester,  Nashua,  &  Portland  division  of  the  Boston  & 
Maine  Railroad  cross  at  grade.  The  present  westerly  terminus 
of  the  location  of  the  Lowell  &  Fitchburg  street  railway  is  in 
the  same  street,  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  tracks,  and  at  the 
same  distance  from  the  crossing.  The  Lowell  &  Fitchburg  com- 
pany has  been  granted  by  the  selectmen  of  Ayer  an  extension  of 
its  location  in  said  Main  street  across  the  tracks  of  the  railroad 
to  the  easterly  terminus  of  the  Fitchburg  &  Leominster  railway, 
and  now  asks  for  the  approval  of  this  location,  and  consent  to  the 
construction  of  its  tracks  across  the  tracks  of  the  steam  railroad 
at  gi-ade,  thereby  connecting  the  two  street  railway  lines  physi- 
cally and  making  possible  through  routing  of  cars. 

The  advantages  to  be  derived  by  this  connection,  as  pointed 
out  by  those  who  appeared  in  favor  of  these  petitions,  would  be 
the  avoidance  of  the  change  of  cars  in  Ayer,  and  the  fact  that 
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patrons  of  these  railways  would  then  be  able  to  ride  from  one 
part  of  the  town  to  the  other  for  one  fare  where  they  now  pay 
two.  It  also  appears  that  the  railroad  station  at  Ayer  is  only 
9ome  300  feet  south  of  the  crossing,  and  that  all  passenger  trains 
on  this  line  stop  there,  so  that  the  speed  of  trains  at  the  crossing 
is  not  great.  It  is  also  true  that  the  view  in  either  direction, 
from  the  point  where  the  flagman  is  stationed,  is  good. 

[2]  Section  21  of  part  I.  of  chapter  463  of  the  Acts  of  1906, 
under  which  the  consent  of  the  Commission  to  the  crossing  at 
grade  is  asked,  is  as  follows : 

"A  street  railway  shall  not  be  constructed  across  the  tracks  of 
a  railroad,  nor  shall  a  railroad  be  constructed  across  the  tracks  * 
of  a  street  railway  at  the  same  level  therewith,  without  the  con- 
sent  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners." 

It  was  originally  §  1  of  chapter  426  of  the  Acts  of  1895,  and 
was  enacted  by  the  general  cdurt  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  a  recommendation  which  ap- 
pears upon  page  123  of  its  26th  annual  report  (1894),  and  which 
was  as  follows: 

"The  Board  again  calls  attention  to  the  need  of  legislation  in 
regard  to  the  crossing  of  railroads  and  electric  street  railways 
on  the  same  level.  It  seems  little  less  than  absurd  to  pursue 
further  the  costly  policy  of  trying  to  get  rid  of  the  grade  cross- 
ings of  railroads  with  highways,  the  commonwealth  contributing 
hea\'ily  to  the  expense,  while  the  crossings  of  steam  and  electric 
roads  at  grade  are  multiplying  on  every  hand  without  any  sys- 
tematic regulation  or  effective  restraint." 

Since  the  passage  of  this  statute  it  has  been  rigidly  adminis- 
tered, and  new  crossings  of  railroads  and  railways  at  grade  have 
seldom  been  permitted,  and  only  wliere  the  advantages  seemed 
clearly  to  largely  outweigh  the  disadvantages.  In  the  present 
case,  the  situation  is  such  that  to  carry  the  tracks  of  the  street 
railway  either  over  or  under  the  tracks  of  the  steam  railroad  does 
not  seem  to  the  Coiimiission  practical,  unless  the  present  highway 
grade  crossing  is  abolished  at  one  and  the  same  time.  The  cost 
of  this  would  be  so  great,  and  the  benefits  to  be  derived  so  dis- 
proportionate to  the  expense,  when  the  traffic  over  the  crossing 

and  the  conditions  surrounding  it  are  considered,  that  it  will 
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probably  be  some  considerable  period  of  time  before  such  an 
abolition  is  undertaken. 

In  view  of  the  conditions  herein  stated,  therefore,  and  to  serve 
tlie  present  necessity  and  convenience  of  the  public,  the  Commis- 
sion feels  that  it  is  justified  in  permitting  an  exception  to  the 
general  rule  indicated  by  the  statutes,  and  will  authorize  the 
crossing  of  the  tracks  at  grade,  but  only  subject  to  the  express 
limitations  and  restrictions  set  forth  in  this  order. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Conmiission  hereby  certify 
that  the  location  for  the  tracks  of  the  Lowell  &  Fitchburg  Street 
Railway  Company  in  the  highway  known  as  Main  street  in  the 
town  of  Ayer,  established  under  an  order  of  the  selectmen  of 
said  town  dated  May  3,  1915,  a  copy  of  which  order,  with  accom- 
panying plan,  is  on  file  in  this  office,  is  consistent  with  the  public 
interests. 

And  it  is  further  ordered  that  the  consent  of  the  Commission 
be  hereby  given  to  the  construction  by  the  petitioner  of  its  street 
railway  track  across  the  tracks  of  the  Worcester,  Nashua,  &  Port- 
land division  of  the  Boston  &  Maine  Railroad  at  the  same  grade 
therewith  upon  Main  street  in  the  town  of  Ayer,  as  shown  upon 
a  plan  on  file  in  this  office,  subject  to  the  following  conditions 
and  regulations: 

1.  There  shall  be  but  one  street  railway  track  across  the  rail- 
road tracks  at  this  place. 

2.  The  crossing  shall  be  constructed  and  maintained  by  and 
at  the  cost  of  the  street  railway  company  in  a  maimer  satisfac- 
tory to  the  railroad  company,  or,  if  the  parties  do  not  agree  in 
regard  thereto,  in  such  manner  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  the 
Commission. 

3.  The  street  railway  company,  in  addition  to  other  precau- 
tions and  safeguards  required  by  law  or  rules  and  regulations, 
shall  at  its  own  cost  place  and  maintain  at  said  crossing,  during 
all  that  portion  of  each  day  or  night  within  which  it  runs  cars 
over  said  crossing,  a  competent  and  reliable  man,  whose  sole  duty 
it  shall  be  to  see  that  the  said  crossing  and  the  overhead  con- 
struction thereat  are  in  good  repair  and  working  order,  to  keep 
himself  informed  of  the  running  time  of  trains  and  whether  any 
train  is  overdue,  and  to  watch  for  and  give  warning  of  any  ap- 
proaching engine,  car,  or  train.     No  street  railway  car  shall  cross 
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OP  attempt  to  cross  the  railroad  except  when  and  as  he  shall  direct^. 

4.  The  street  railway  company  shall  from  time  to  time  pro- 
vide and  maintain  such  further  safeguards  at  said  crossing. as 
the  Commission  may  deem  necessary. 

5.  This  right  to  maintain  the  railway  track  across  the  railroad 
track  at  grade  shall  cease  upon  the  abolition  of  the  highway  grade 
croflBing,  and  in  any  event  upon  the  1st  day*  of  February,  1920, 
unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Commission. 

6.  The  foregoing  conditions,  limitations,  and  regulations  shall 
be,  from  time  to  time,  subject  to  change  and  modification. 


MINI^TESOTA  RAILROAD  AND  WAREHOUSE  COSfMISSION. 

IN  RE  LON-G  PRAIRIE  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

Return  —  Telephones  —  Amount  —  Rate  increase, 

1.  A  Blight  increase  in  telephone  rates  that  will  yield  a  return  of 
5.857  per  cent  is  not  unreasonable. 

DepreoUttion  —  Teiephones  —  A  mount  •-  Factors^ 

2.  An  allowance  of  8.938  per  cent  was  made  for  depreciation  in  fix* 
ing  rates  for  a  telephone  plant,  a  part  of  which  was  made  up  of  old 
open-wire  construction  which  would  depreciate  very  rapidly. 

Service  —  Telepiionea  —  Connecting  lines  —  Inside  wiring. 

3.  A  telephone  company  cannot  be  held  responsible  for  poor  serr- 
iee  resulting  from  defective  inside  wiring  on  connecting  rural  lines  of 
another  company. 

[February  34,  1916.] 

Application  of  the  Long  Prairie  Telephone  Company  to  in- 
crease local  exchange  rates  at  Long  Prairie;  and  complaint  of 
poor  service  upon  connecting  farm  lines.  The  increase  was 
granted,  the  new  rates  being  set  out  in  the  order;  the  complaint 
as  to  poor  service  was  not  sustained. 

By  the  Commission:  This  application  was  heard  before  the 
Commission  on  the  28th  day  of  September,  1915,  the  telephone 
company  being  represented  by  Mr.  Joseph  Kraker,  its  secretary 
and  manager;  and  the  citizens  of  Long  Prairie  by  Mr.  A.  D. 
Day,  president  of  the  village  council. 

Subsequent  to  the  hearing,  the  Commission  caused  an  exami- 
nation to  be  made  of  the  books  of  account,  records,  and  physical 
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properties  of  the  company,  and  the  reports  have  been  filed  with 
and  have  been  made  a  part  of  the  record  in  this  case. 

[1,  2]  Upon  examination  of  all  of  the  facts,  the  Commission 
finds  that  the  Long  Prairie  Telephone  Company  is  sf  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Minnesota  with  a  capi- 
tal stock  of  $16,000,  all  but  certain  qualifying  shares  being  owned 
by  Joseph  Kraker.  It  operates  a  local*  exchange  at  Long  Prairie, 
Minnesota,  and  the  line  from  Long  Prairie  to  Browerville^  a 
distance  of  9  miles.  The  exchange  connects  with  eighteen  ruraJ 
lines  owned  by  the  Leslie  Kural  Telephone  Company,  which  has 
about  380  rural  stations.  The  Long  Prairie  Telephone  Com- 
pany has  265  subscribers. 

Mr.  Kraker  bought  the  plant  on  January  1,  1912,  for  $6,700. 
Extensive  reconstruction  was  carried  on  in  the  summer  of  1915, 
which  was  due  to  an  agitation  on  the  part  of  the  citizens  at  Long 
Prairie  for  an  ornamental  lighting  system  on  the  principal  busi- 
ness streets  where  the  pole  lines  of  the  company  were  located. 
The  plant  on  these  streets  was  not  in  good  condition,  the  service 
of  the  exchange  being  what  is  known  as  "grounded  conunon  re- 
turn." Because  of  this  fact  the  company  removed  its  pole  lines 
and  wires  from  portions  of  the  principal  business  streets,  plac- 
ing them  on  streets  and  alleys  to  the  rear,  using  aerial,  lead- 
covered  cables  instead  of  wire.  In  the  reconstruction  work  about 
6,375  feet  of  aerial  cable  was  placed,  and  in  many  cases  old 
poles  on  the  old  routes  maintained  were  replaced  with  new  poles ; 
also,  within  the  districts  served  from  the  aerial  cable,  all  of  the 
old  subscribers^  drop  wire  was  replaced  with  new  drop  wire,  and 
the  inside  wire  to  the  subscribers'  telephones  was  also  renewed 
in  this  district.  The  old  central  oflSice  equipment  was  repiacea 
with  new  magneto  equipment  of  the  latest  type. 

The  physical  value  of  the  property  is  found  by  the  Commis- 
sion to  be  $11,976.79.  An  examination  of  the  records  shows  that 
the  books  contained  no  capital  account,  no  balance  sheet,  and, 
in  fact,  were  a  loosely  kept  and  partially  unkept  set  of  single 
entry  accounts.  Prom  the  information  available,  a  segregation 
was  made  by  the  Commission's  statistician  of  all  earnings  and 
expenses  for  the  years  1912,  1913,  1914,  and  for  seven  months 
ending  July  31,  1915.  The  net  corporate  return  has  steadily 
decreasqd^  which  is  accounted  for  by  the  constantly  increasing 
salary  of  the  manager,  miscellaneous  account,  and  purchase  of 
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materials  for  mamtenance  purposes.  The  net  corporate  income 
for  1912  was  $1,067.86;  for  1913,  $425.75;  for  1914,  $310.67, 
tnd  for  seven  months  ending  July  31,  1915,  $60.39.  No  depre- 
dation was  charged  during  this  period,  and  if  it  had  been  done 
there  would  have  been  no  surplus  for  the  years  1913,  1914,  or 
first  seven  months  in  1915. 

In  considering  a  reasonable  rate  for  this  plant,  it  is  necessary 
to  determine  the  approximate  operating  expenses  and  deprecia- 
tion allowance;  based  upon  the  experience  of  the  company,  and 
the  obligation  to  give  good  service  and  properly  maintain  the 
phint, — the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  $4,800.45  will  be 
ample.  In  the  calculation  nothing  is  allowed  for  material  on 
hand,  because  at  the  present  time  the  company  has  supplies  to 
the  amount  of  $1,023.77. 

The  petitioner  makes  application  to  place  the  following  rates 
into  effect: 

l-party  business $2.75  per  month 

2  party  business     2.25  "  " 

1-party  r^idence 1.76  "  " 

2-party  residence     1.50  **  " 

4-par^  residence 1.25  •*  " 

Business  extension   60  "  "      net 

Residence         «          25  **  "      net 

A  discount  of  25  cents  to  be  allowed  from  the  above  rates  if 
paid  on  or  before  the  15  th  of  the  mouth  in  which  the  service  is 
rendered. 

The  present  rates  charged  by  the  company  are  as  follows: 

I'party  business i .......  ^ ...... .  $2.00  per  month 

l-party  residence 1.00    "        "      net 

2-party  residence 1.00     "        "      net 

The  subscribers  are  billed  25  cents  additional  to  the  above 
rates,  which  is  allowed  as  a  discount  if  paid  on  or  before  the 
15th  of  the  month  in  which  the  bill  is  rendered. 

The  Commission  believes  that  the  present  rates  will  not  yield 
a  sufficient  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property.  The 
schedule  hereafter  suggested  by  the  Commission  is  declared  to 
be  a  just  and  reasonable  rate  and  classification  for  service  ren- 
dered at  Long  Prairie: 

Basiness  l-party $2.75  per  month 

Residence  l-party 1.50     "  " 

Residence  2-party    , .     1.25 .   "  '* 

Business  eictension  sets .50    **  '*      net 

Residence  extension  sets 25     **  *•    •    " 
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A  discount  of  25  cents  per  month  to  be  allowed  from  tho 
above  rates  if  bill  is  paid  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  the  month 
in  which  the  service  is  rendered. 

It  will  be  noted  that  this  gives  a  net  increase  of  50  cents  per 
month  on  the  business  and  25  cents  per  month  on  l-party  resi- 
dence, and  no  increase  upon  a  2-party  residence  telephone^  pro- 
vided the  subscriber  pays  his  rent  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of 
the  month  in  which  the  service  is  rendered  The  probable  earn- 
ings under  the  rates  here  suggested  wiU  be  $5,502  for  the  ensuing 
year.  Taking  therefrom  the  operating  expenses  and  deprecia- 
tion of  $4,800.45,  there  is  to  be  found  a  net  return  of  $701,55, 
which  is  equivalent  to  a  return  upon  the  valuation  of  the  prop- 
erty as  found  by  the  Commission  of  5.857  per  cent  In  this 
particular  case  the  Commission  is  willing  to  allow  a  deprecia- 
tion of  8.938  per  cent  based  on  the  valuation  of  the  property. 
This  item  is  obtained  from  the  best  available  information  which 
is  on  hand  at  the  present  time.  It  does  not  preclude  this  Com- 
mission from  reaching  a  different  result  for  this  or  any  other 
telephone  plant  in  the  state.  A  considerable  portion  of  this  plant 
is  quite  old,  and  is  an  open-wire  construction,  which  from  now 
on  will  depreciate  very  rapidly. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Long  Prairie  Telephone  Com- 
pany be  and  the  same  is  hereby  permitted  to  publish  the  follow- 
ing maximum  rates: 

BuBinees  l-party   $2.75  per  month 

Residence  l-party    1.50  "        '* 

Residence  2-party    1.25  **        ** 

Businem  extension  sets  .50  **        **      net 

Residence  extension  sets 26  '*        "        " 

A  discount  of  25  cents  per  month  will  be  allowed  on  the  above 
rates  if  paid  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  the  month  in  which 
the  service  is  rendered. 

These  rates  to  take  effect  from  and  after  the  1st  day  of  March, 
A.  D.  1916. 

MEMORANDUM. 

[3]  At  the  hearing,  some  c(»aplaint  was  made  about  the  poor 
service  upon  farm  lines  connecting  with  the  Long  Prairie  tele- 
phone plant.  A  personal  investigation  of  the  plant  serving  the 
farm  lines  was  made,  and  it  was  found  that  the  portion  of  the 

farm  line  plant  within  the  exchange  is  in  good  condition,  and 
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that  the  ccmiieetioiis  and  aemee  ffom  the  s^tch  board  are  goody 
and  that  the  operators  pay  particular  attention  to  the  f  acm-'line 
servioeu  An  inspection  was  made  of  some  of  the  farm  lines^  and 
about  twenty  farmers  were  called  upon  outside  of  Long  Prairie, 
and  it  was  found  that  while  the  telephone  lines  themselves  were 
in  a  reasonably  fair  condition,  the  wiring  from  the  line  to  the 
telephonei  particularly  that  portion  termed  as  "inside  wiring,'^ — 
that  which  connects  the  telephone  with  the  outside  plant, — was 
in  poor  condition.  Eight  poor  connections  were  found  at  one 
station,  and  at  every  station  i^spected  there  were  several  such 
loose  eonnectionSp  Under  theae  circumstances,  it  would  not  be 
reasonable  to  hold  the  Long  Prairie  Telephone  Company  re- 
sponsible for  the  poor  service  that  the  farmers  are  now  receiving, 
or  that  the  local  subscribers  receive  when  fionnected  with  the 
farm  lines. 


MOKTANA  PfJBUO  SIERVICB  COMMISSION. 

D.  J.  LAMBERT  et  al. 

V. 

NOBTHEBN  IDAHO  &  MONTANA  POWER  COMPANY. 

[Docket  512.] 

Return'-^  Telephones  ^Exchange  operating  costs  ^  MultUparty  Une 
as  a  unit, 

1.  A  rural  muUi-party  line,  rather  than  each  telephone  thereon, 
flhmild  be  oonaldered  aa  the  unit  in  determining  the  averi^e  coet  per 
fltation  lor  exehaoge  operation  and  maintenance  of  exchange  equipment. 

DeprecUaian  —  Telephones  —  Amount «  Method    of    computing  ~-  Ac- 
counting. 

2.  Rural  telephone  depreciation  fehould  be  charged  off  at  the  rate  of 
10  per  cent  of  original  eost  for  the  Arst  year,  and  at  the  same  rate  on 
the  remflindcr  at  the  end  of  eaish  succeeding  year,  provided  no  prior 
allowance  has  been  made. 

Jtaies -^  Multi^paHif  rurtU  telephones  ^^  Reasonableness. 

3.  A  flat  rate  of  $2  per  month  for  rural  multi-party  telephones  is 
not  excessive  where  eoifneetlon  is  made  with  1,368  instrumental  where 
the  rate  is  lower  than  that  of  other  companies  for  vimilar  servioe,  and 
where  the  rate  does  not  permit  a  return  of  8  per  cent  and  a  depredation 
allowance  of  10  per  cent. 
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Payment '^Telephone '•^Credit  for  inadequate  service -^  Ac^on  ^f  the 
eiementa. 

4.  Telephone  subscribers  should  receive  a  credit  for  a  three  weeks' 
period  of  inadequate  service,  although  it  was  caused  by  thunderstorms. 

[February  6,  1916.] 

Complaint  by  D.  J.  Lambert  and  other  Bubscribers  on  a  rural 
telephone  line  out  of  Kalispell  that  a  rate  of  $2  per  month  is 
excessive,  that  service  and  maintenance  are  poor,  and  that  pay- 
ment is  required  for  service  not  rendered;  the  rate  was  found 
not  to  be  excessive,  credit  was  ordered  for  a  three  weeks'  period 
when  inadequate  service  was  given,  and  it  was  recommended  the 
defendant  inspect  the  line  and  tighten  loose  wires.  The  valua- 
tion of  the  line,  based  on  original  cost,  was  fixed  at  $l,ft08*33. 

Appearances:  W.  S.  IfcOormick  for  complainants;  Judge  D. 
F.  Smith  for  defendant. 

By  the  Commission:  The  complainants,  who  are  served  by 
rural  telephone  line  of  defendant,  out  of  Kalispell,  Montana, 
allege  that  the  rate  charged  them,  of  $2  per  month,  is  excessive, 
in  so  far  as  it  exceeds  $1  per  month.  They  further  allege  that 
the  service  rendered  is  inadequate  and  insufficient^  aifid  that  the 
line  is  poorly  maintained  and  is  frequently  out  of  order,  and  that 
the  defendant  insists"  on  payment  for  service  when,  in  fact,  no 
service  has  been  rendered. 

The  defendant  denies  the  allegations  of  the  complainants,  and 
alleges  that  the  charge  of  $2  per  month  per  phone  is  insufficient 
to  keep  the  said  rural  line  in  repair  and  furnish  service  thereon 
at  a  profit,  and  that  the  service  is  reasonable  and  adequate. 

The  defendant  operates  a  telephone  system  in  Kalispell,  White- 
fish,  Columbia  Falls,  and  Poison,  Montana,  and  toll  lines  con- 
necting the  aforesaid  cities  and  towns,  and  a  number  of  rural 
lines  connect  with  the  Kalispell  exchange.  The  complainants 
are  on  a  rural  line  designated  as  No.  2900,  running  south  from 
Kalispell,  between  11  and  12  miles.  In  addition  to  the  main 
rural  line  there  are  leads  to  the  residences  of  thd  various  sub- 
scribers. 

The  valuation,  ba^ed  on  original  cost,  is  as  follows : 

1^5  Cost  25  pair  cables  from  exchange  to  city  limits * ,  • ,  $54.76 

^  Cost  9  pair  lines  Irom  city  limits  to  5i  mi.  out 417.22 

.   2  Wire  circuits  to  end  line 64S.00 

Extension  Kelley,  Monk  and  Foot  1 '  253.29 

Installing  10  services  complete « .^  ... .  .■ 230.05 

$1,603.32 
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For  &e  year  ending  October  31,  1915,  the  telephone  rentals 
from  this  line,  including  tolls,  amounted  to  $246.40.  The  de- 
fendant has  presented  an  exhibit  showing  the  operation  and  main- 
teminoe  cost  for  the  same  period  of  time,  which  is  as  follows: 

[1]  Total  number  phones  in  service,  1,353. 

Expenses  telephone  system  in  Flathead  Valley — 12  months 
ended  10/31/15: 


Dis^.  Operating 

Oper.  Exchg.  Equip 

Cost  of  Tel.  Changes 

Co8t  of  Repaire  and  Gratnitous 
Dirt.  Sup.  and  Exp.  (Tel.  Direc- 
tory)   

Exchg.  Sup.  and  Exp 

Switchhoard  Operators 

Toil  Station  Commissions 


General  Optg. 

Salary  Officers 

Clerks'  Salaries 

Prtg.  andSta 

Tel.  and  Tel 

Adv.  and  Sol 

Miscl.  Gen.  Exp 

Legal  Exp 

Loss,  Injury  and  Damage 

Horses,  vehicles  and  Auto  Care 

and  Hire 

Store  Room  Exp 

Taxes 

Insarance 

Bad  Debts 


Maintenance. 

Maint.  Exch^.  Equip. 

"  Tel.  Lines  and  Cables — 
"  Labor  on  Tel.  L.  and  Ca- 
bles  

Maint.  Toll  Lines 

"       Tel.  Insts 

"      Ofs.  Bldgs 


Gnmd  total 


AveraKe  cost 
per  phone,  per 
year. 


$      518.41 

795.76 

39.99 

465.07 

47.58 

6,857.10 

161.10 


$  8,885.01 

1,573.32 

2,725.33 

667.12 

84.39 

48.88 

2,125.54 

525.01 

10.00 

857.22 
847.11 
8,382.72 
901.97 
232.51 


13,481.12 

1,227.37 
1,082.35 

1,742.93 

1,110.48 

675.45 

31.10 


5,869.68 
28,235.81 


.88 
.59 
.03 

.34 

.04 

5.07 

.12 


6.57 

1.16 
2.01 
.49 
.06 
.04 
1.57 
.38 
.01 

.63 
.26 
2.50 
.67 
.17 


9.95 

.91 
.80 

1.29 
.82 
.50 
.02 


Monthly 

avcraire. 


4.34 
20.86 


.54 


.36 
1.73 


The  above  statement  does  not  include  depreciation,  bond  interest,  nor 
uitaest  on  investment. 
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£XP£NS£S. 
Operating  ratio  or  cost  of  service  average  on  1,353  phones  $20.86  per  phone 
per  annum: 

0  phones  @  $20.86  for  12  mos $187.74 

1  *'        "      20.86     "     7     "        12.16 

1         "        "      20.86     "      6     "        10.43 

Interest  on  investment  of  $1,053.43  @  8%  for  12  months  . .  132.27 

Depreciation  on  $1,653.43  @  10%  per  annum 165.34 

$507.94 

Total  deficit  for  year    261.54 

"          "       per  phone  per  year   23.78 

"    month    2.16 

(Above  figures  do  not  include  bond  interest.     Interest  or  depreciatimi  on 

pro  rata  of  offices,  buildings,  and  exchange  equipment  applicable  to  this 
line.) 

In  checking  over  the  cost  items  above,  they  agree  quite  closely 
with  the  information  as  to  coot  in  the  office  of  the  engineer  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission.  We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the 
exhibit  is  in  error  as  to  item  of  38  cents  average  cost  per  phone 
per  year  for  operation  of  exchange ;  and  item  of  91  cents  average 
cost  per  phone  per  year  for  maintenance  of  exchange  equipment. 

Kural  line  Xo.  2900  comes  to  the  switch  board  as  a  party  line. 
There  is  but  one  connection,  and  the  telephone  operator  handles 
the  line  in  the  same  manner  as  a  city  single-party  telephone. 
The  number  of  telephones  which  can  be  controlled  by  one  opera- 
tor on  a  switch  board  depends  not  so  much  on  the  number  of  calls, 
as  on  the  number  of  plugs  which  the  operator  can  reach.  In 
determining  the  average  cost  per  telephone  of  the  above  items, 
as  applied  to  the  telephones  on  line  No.  2900,  the  entire  rural 
line  should  be  considered  as  one  unit,  instead  of  considering  each 
telephone  on  the  line  as  a  unit.  Doubtless  there  are  other  rural 
lines  treated  in  the  same  manner. 

In  arriving  at  the  divisor  of  1,353  telephones  in  the  system, 
the  defendant  has  counted  each  telephone  as  a  unit,  and  without 
knowing  the  exact  number  of  this  sum,  which  are  on  rural  lines, 
we  are  unable  to  give  the  correct  figures  for  these  items.  Both 
items  are  small,  and,  if  entirely  disregarded,  would  not  change 
the  result 

[2]  We  have  deducted  from  the  valuation  the  item  of  $60.31, 
for  installation  of  service  for  0.  H.  Foot,  as  it  appears  from  the 
testimony  that  this  expense  was  borne  by  Mr.  Foot ;  so  that  the 
valuation  should  be  $1,603.32.  The  defendant  has  also  charged 
to  expenses,  depreciation  on  original  cost  value  of  10  per  cent 
for  the  year  ending  October  31,  1915.     This  is  incorrect     De- 
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preciation  should  be  ohaiged  off  of  the  original  eost  of  plant  at  the 
rate  of  about  10  per  cent  per  annum,  in  the  case  of  rural  lines, 
for  Ae  first  year,  and  at  the  same  rate  on  the  remaining  values 
at  the  end  of  each  succeeding  year.  We  are  unable  to  give  these 
figures,  as  the  testimony  does  not  indicate  the  age  of  the  plant. 
Out  of  the  earnings  should  be  set  aside  a  depreciation  account 
each  year,  sufficient  to  insure  a  plant  which  will  continue  to 
afford  adequate  service.  Such  sums  may  be  used  the  next  month 
after  setting  aside,  or  may  lie  idle  for  a  considerable  period, 
but  they  should  be  available  to  insure  the  proper  renewals  to  the 
plant,  necessary  to  keep  same  in  a  serviceable  condition. 

C3]  This  discussion  is  largely  academic,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  defendant  has  shown  expense  of  operation  in  excess  of 
income  for  the  past  year.  In  view  of  the  income  from  this  line, 
and  taking  into  consideration  the  range  of  service  furnished,  we 
are  unable  to  see  any  merit  in  the  application  for  a  reduction 
in  rates.  The  patrons  on  rural  line  No.  2900  can  talk  to  each 
other,  to  any  telephone  subscriber  in  the  city  of  Kalispell,  and 
to  any  telephone  subscriber  on  other  rural  telephone  lines  radiat- 
ing from  Kalispell,  except  the  independent  East  Side  Telephone 
Company,  for  a  flat  rate  of  $2  per  montL  This  charge  covers 
service  to  1,353  instruments,  and  is  lower  than  any  other  similar 
service  in  Montana  by  other  operating  companies.  An  order 
will  therefore  be  made,  denying  the  application  for  a  reduction 
in  the  telephone  rates. 

[4]  The  complainants  insisted  strenuously  that  the  service  af- 
forded was  quite  irregular,  and  that  the  defendant  was  slow 
in  making  necessary  repairs.  Most  of  the  testimony  was 
directed  toward  the  situation  which  existed  during  the  first  three 
weeks  of  August,  1915.  It  appears  that  at  that  time  the  Flat- 
head Valley  was  visited  by  a  series  of  violent  thunderstorms, 
and  the  telephone  service  generally  was  poor,  by  reason  of  trouble 
with  lightning.  On  rural  line  No.  2900  a  cable  was  injured,  and 
it  was  necessary  for  the  defendant  to  send  to  Great  Falls  for  an 
expert  in  that  line  of  work.  The  defendant  presented  toll  slips, 
showing  that  the  line  had  been  used  by  some  of  the  complain- 
ants during  the  time  in  question,  but  the  preponderance  of  the 
testimony  indicates  that  the  service  over  the  line  No.  2900,  dur- 
ing three  weeks  in  August,  was  so  poor  and  irregular  as  to  be 
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of  no  practical  benefit  to  the  patrons ;  and  we  are  of  the  opinion 
that  the  defendant  should  credit  all  of  its  subsoribers,  amounting 
to  about  ten  in  number,  who  are  served  by  line  No.  2900,  for  a 
period  of  at  least  three  weeks,  by  reason  of  its  failure  to  furnish 
adequate  service.  The  fact  that  the  failure  to  furnish  the  service 
was  caused  by  the  elements  is  no  excuse.  While  it  might  be 
construed  as  an  extenuating  circumstance  in  holding  the  defend- 
ant blameless  as  to  the  charge  of  neglect,  it  is  no  excuse  so  far 
as  the  payment  of  the  bills  for  that  month  is  concerned,  as  the 
telephone  subscribers  should  not  be  expected  to  pay  for  something 
which  they  did  not  receive. 

Members  of  this  Commission,  who  were  present  at  the  hear- 
ing, made  an  examination  of  this  rural  line,  and  it  seems  to  be  of 
standard  construction^  with  the  exception  that  the  wires  in  some 
places  are  too  loose,  which  permits  the  wires  to  become  twisted 
during  windstorms,  and  puts  the  entire  telephone  line  out  of 
service  until  the  troubleman  can  visit  the  place  where  the  lines 
have  become  twisted,  and  straighten  them  out.  We  most  strongly 
urge  that  the  defendant  go  over  the  line  and  tighten  the  wires, 
and  we  believe  it  will  result  in  an  improvement  of  the  service  in 
the  future. 

ORDER. 

It  is  ordered  that  the  petition  of  the  complainants  for  a  reduc- 
tion in  rates  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  defendant,  the  IsTorthem  Idaho 
&  Montana  Power  Company,  credit  all  its  subscribers  on  its  line 
No.  2900,  during  the  month  of  August,  1915,  with  the  sum  of 
$1.50  each,  by  reason  of  its  failure  to  furnish  service  during 
said  month. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  secretary  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  serve  a  certified  copy  of  this  report  and  order  upon 
the  parties  hereto,  and  that  the  same  shall  become  effective  within 
twenty  days  from  the  date  of  said  service. 
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19SSRA6KA  state:  RATLWAT  COMMISSION. 

IN  RE  HAMILTON  COUNTY  FARMERS  TELEPHONE 
ASSOCIATION. 

[ApplieAiionfl  Nos.  2277,  2278,  2381.] 

9-^ Telephone^ Increase -^Beplaeements   and   reoonsirttotion — 
J^epr€€nation. 

1.  A  eo-operative  telephone  association  will  be  permitted  to  in- 
crease its  rates  to  provide  for  replacements  and  reconstruction  although 
pa^  surplus  has  been  used  for  extensions  instead  of  depreciation,  where 
the  management  has  been  economical,  no  diyidends  have  been  paid,  and 
none  of  the  increase  will  be  used  to  pay  dividends  or  increase  salaries. 

MPiscrintination''* Service^ Telephones ^Diatanee  from  exchange, 

2.  The  limits  of  town  telephone  service  may  be  changed  from  ''3 
miles  from  central  office"  to  "i  mile  from  city  limits,"  to  eliminate  dis- 
crimination in  patrons  receiving  service  at  the  same  rate  without  regard 
to  distance  from  the  exchange,  although  a  city  boundary  is  ordinarily 
the  limit  of  an  exchange  zone,  it  appearing  that  a  number  of  patrons 
reside  just  outside  the  town  limits. 

[February  11,  1916.] 

Afpugations  (Nos.  2277,  2278)  of  the  Hamilton  Coun^ 
Farmers  Telephone  Company  for  authority  to  revise  its  rates 
applicable  to  the  exchanges  at  Aurora,  Doniphan,  6iltner,.Hamp 
ton,  Eordville,  Marquette,  Phillips,  Stockham,  and  Trumbull; 
and  application  (No.  2381)  for  authority  to  restrict  the  limit  for 
towD  service  from  '*3  miles  from  central  office''  to  '*i  mile  from 
city  limits."  The  present  rates  were  insufficient. to  provide  for 
Teconstruction  and  replacements,  no  provision  having  been  made 
in  the  past  for  depreciation^  and  the  application  for  a  revision  was 
granted.  The  new  rates,  which  are  set  out  in  the  order,  removed 
inequalities  by  fixing  one  schedule  for  Aurora  and  one  schedule 
for  the  other  towns,  and,  in  the  main,  made  increase  of  25  cents 
and  50  cents  per  montli,  although  in  some  instances  a  deduction 
was  made.  It  was  also  ordered  that  no  dividends  should  be  paid 
in  excess  of  8  per  cent  on  present  or  future  capital  stock  until 
the  further  order  of  the  Commission.  The  limit  for  tpwn  serv- 
ice was  found  to  be  disoriminatory,  and  the  xestriction  waB  ap- 
proved. 

Appearances:  J.  H.  Grosvenor  for  applicant;  George  C.  Bute 

on  his  own  behalf  in  cojmection  with  application  No.  2381. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Taylor,  Commissioner:  While  the  applications  herein  were 
filed  at  different  times  and  cover  somewhat  different  toatters,  they 
all  affect  the  rates  and  service  of  the  Hamilton  County  Farmers 
Telephone  Association,  and  were  joined  for  consideration  at  one 
hearing,  and  will  be  treated  together  in  this  report  and  order. 

[1]  The  applicant  herein  is  a  oo-operative  telephone  associa- 
tion, organized  in  1901.  Its  general  offices  are  at  Aurora,  and 
it  operates  exchanges  at  Aurora,  Doniphan,  Qikner,  Hampton, 
Hordville,  Marquette,  Phillips,  Stockham,  and  Trumbull,  and 
its  lines  cover  the  whole  of  Hamilton  county  and  small  portions 
of  Hall,  Adams,  and  Clay.  At  the  present  time  it  serves  2,300 
patrons.  At  the  outset  the  association  was  a  strictly  co-operative 
or  mutual  organization,  and  service  was  restricted  to  stockholders. 
As  the  system  developed  it  was  found  impracticable  to  require 
the  purchase  of  stock  by  every  prospective  subscriber  to  the  serv- 
ice, and  the  rules  were  changed  to  permit  of  the  rental  of  tele- 
phones within  the  towns.  For  a  short  time  a  small  number  of 
telephones  were  rented  to  farm  line  users,  but  this  practice  was 
soon  abandoned,  and  the  rule  with  reference  to  the  ownership 
of  fiftock,  being  prerequisite  to  securing  servioe^  was  enforced 
upon  farm  patrons.  At  the  present  time,  therefore,  all  farm 
patrons  are  owners  of  stock  in  the  association.  Each  farm  sub- 
scriber is  required  to  purchase  two  shares  of  stock  at  $16  each, 
and,  in  addition,  purchase  his  own  telephone  instrument  and 
construct  the  connection  between  his  residence  and  the  trunk 
line  on  the  public  highway.  Ownership  of  stock  is  limited,  no 
person  being  permitted  to  own  more  than  10  shares,  this  for 
the  purpose  of  insuring  the  continued  co-operative  character  of 
the  organization.  Another  rule  of  the  association,  maintained 
from  the  first,  is  that  service  shall  be  furnished  as  near  as  may 
be  at  cost,  and  that  no  dividends  will  be  paid  on  outstanding 
stock.  At  the  present  time  there  is  approximately  $40,000  of 
stock  outstanding,  which  is  distributed  among  1,300  owners. 
There  is  about  $5,000  of  indebtedness. 

In  addition  to  the  usual  classification  of  subscribers  as  between 
business,  residence,  and  farm,  there  is  a  distinction  in  this  com- 
pany as  between  subscribers  owning  and  maintaining  their  own 
telephone  instruments  and  those  renting  the  entire  equipment 
from  the  company,  the  scale  of  rates  for  the  former  being  some- 
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what  lower  than  for  the  latter*  Until  the  Commission  held  the 
practice  to  he  discriminatory,  the  association  made  a  distinction 
in  rates  as  between  stockholders  and  nonstockholders.  The  rates 
now  in  effect  and  those  asked  for  are  as  follows: 


PRESENT  RATES 

• 

. 

Owned  Pbones 

Rented  Pbones 

Bus. 

Bea. 

Baa. 

Res. 

$1.60 

1.00 
1.00 
l.SO 

o.oo 

.75 

.76 

1  00 

$2.00 
2.60 

1.60 
1.25 
12. 25 

$1.60 

**       wMAfciWft  Mirioe t 

3.00 

Dwiphan.  Gfltner,  Marquette.  PbiUipe  and 

1.00 

1.00 

H«nlTllkf r 

l.SA 

Farm  line 

.76    tbrougbout  entire  s^^stem. 

PROPOSED  RATES. 

Owned  Pbooes 

Rented  Pboiiea 

Bus. 

Res. 

Bus. 

Res. 

Awora — rnetaJlfc  iiervJce , , ...    .  .....,.,..-,, 

12.25 

1.75 
1  60 

$1.50 

1.25 
febroDfftaont 

$2.50 

2.25 
eotire  Byatei 

$1  76 

HordTiUe,  PhiUips.  Stockbam  and  TrumbuU 
Vaivi  line 

1.60 
DD 

A  discount  of  25  cents  per  month  will  be  given  on  the  above  rates  if  paid 
en  or  before  the  16tk  day  of  the  current  mooth.  The  discouat  to  fann  sub- 
scribers will  be  allowed  if  rental  is  paid  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  the 
third  month  of  current  quarter. 

A  comparison  of  the  present  with  the  proposed  rates  shows 
that  applicant  is  asking  for  practically  uniform  net  increases  of 
25  cents  and  50  cents  per  month.  At  the  present  time  the  rates 
vary  between  the  several  exchanges,  although  the  differences  are 
alight*  In  some  instances,  as  will  be  noted,  the  change  will  re- 
sult in  a  reduction.  At  Hordville,  for  instance,  the  net  rate  for 
rented  business  phones  will  be  25  cents  less  than  at  present,  while 
the  net  rate  for  rented  residence  phones  will  remain  the  same. 
In  addition  to  standardizing  the  rates  over  the  system,  the  pro- 
posed schedule  piovides  for  a  25  cent  discount  for  prompt  pay- 
ment, applicable  to  all  classes  of  subscribers.  The  net  farm  line 
rate  of  75  cents,  thereforo>  remains  unchanged. 

According  to  a  study  submitted  by  applicant,  based  on  the 

present  number  of  subscribers'  stations  in  service,  the  rates  asked 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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for  will  produce  additional  revenue  to  tbe  amount  of  approxi- 
mately $2,200.  The  evidence  with  reference  to  the  need  for  this 
added  revenue  was  general,  applicant  stating  that  the  method  of 
keeping  the  accounts  of  the  company  is  such  as  to  make  it  diffi- 
cult to  segregate  the  various  accounts  to  determine  just  how 
much  is  expended  for  direct  operation,  maintenance,  deprecia:- 
tion,  and  general  expense.  A  statement  was  submitted  showing 
the  total  gross  revenue  collected  for  the  year  1914,  together  with 
th  total  expenditures  for  the  same  year,  the  figures  being  $30,- 
192.03  for  the  former  and  $38,045.31  for  the  latter.  It  was 
explained  that  included  in  the  expenditures  for  that  year  were  a 
number  of  items  for  improvements  and  betterments,  so  that  the 
figures  would  not  reflect  the  actual  operating  conditions. 

As  to  the  need  for  increased  revenue,  J.  L.  Evans,  manager 
of  the  company,  states  it  has  always  been  the  policy  to  use  any 
surplus  remaining,  after  actual  operating  expenses  have  been 
paid,  to  build  such  new  property  as  the  demands  of  normal  de- 
velopment require.  As  a  consequence  no  cash  surplus  for  de- 
preciation has  been  accumulated,  and  now  when  replacements 
and  reconstruction  are  necessary  money  has  to  be  borrowed  ioT 
the  purpose.  He  admits  that  a  considerable  amount  of  property 
has  been  built  out  of  revenues,  and  thinks  the  company  has  been 
too  liberal  in  that  policy,  for  the  reason  that  the  plant  has  become 
larger  than  can  be  maintained  under  present  revenues.  The  av- 
erage life  of  the  poles  in  service  is  about  ten  years,  and  a  large 
niuuber  of  them  will  have  to  be  replaced  within  a  short  time. 
This  will  involve  a  substantial  expenditure  of  money  for  which 
there  is  no  provision  at  the  present  time.  During  the  winter  of 
1914-15  a  severe  sleet  storm  broke  down  many  lines  in  the  north- 
em  part  of  the  county.  In  the  reconstruction  of  these  lines  it 
was  found  advisable  to  install  cable  in  the  town  of  Marquette. 
The  repairs  and  necessary  improvements  had  to  be  paid  for  out 
of  money  borrowed  by  the  company,  no  other  funds  being  avail- 
able. It  is  this  experience,  and  the  increasing  knowledge  that 
the  physical  part  of  the  property  has  reached  the  point  where 
large  expenditures  will  shortly  be  necessary,  that  prompts  the 
management  to  ask  for  more  revenue.  It  is  expressly  stated  that 
none  of  the  added  revenue  is  to  be  used  to  pay  dividends  or  to 
pay  increased  salaries.    In  this  connection  it  should  be  said  that 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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the  record  showa  the  oompany  to  be  very  economically  managed. 
Manager  Evans,  who  is  the  chief  executive  officer  of  the  company, 
receives  a  salary  of  $85  per  month.  The  secretary  of  the  com- 
pany-  receives  $50  per  month,  and  the  five  directors  receive  $3  a 
day  and  expenses  when  attending  necessary  meetings.  This  in- 
dicates that  the  overhead  expense  is  held  to  a  very  low  figure  for 
a  company  of  this  size,  giving  service  through  so  many  exchanges 
and  over  such  a  wide  territory. 

It  appears  to  be  unnecessaiy,  in  the  light  of  the  foregoing 
facts,  for  the  Commission  to  enter  upon  an  exhaustive  analysis  of 
the  financial  condition  of  this  company.  The  association  is 
strictly  co-operative  in  character,  and  the  money  derived  from  the 
increased  rates  will  be  at  onpe  put  back  into  the  property  to 
maintain  and  improve  the  service;  for,  as  has  been  shown,  no 
dividends  have  ever  been  paid,  and  it  is  not  the  intention  to  pay 
any  in  the  future.  If  the  purpose  were  to  pay  out  all  or  any  por- 
tion of  it  in  dividends,  it  would  then  be  necessary  for  the  Com- 
mission to  know  just  what  the  present  rates  have  done,  and  to 
what  extent  stockholders  were  entitled  to  consideration  for  their 
investment  In  this  instance,  however,  the  management  of  the 
association,  after  fifteen  years  of  experience,  based  on  an  eflFort 
to  operate  a  telephone  plant  at  cost,  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
for  the  permanent  benefit  of  the  patrons  it  is  necessary  to  have 
more  revenue  than  the  present  rates  afford.  Their  conclusion  is 
founded  on  the  needs  of  the  company  as  a  whole,  and  is  uncolored 
by  selfish  considerations  arising  from  a  desire  to  secure  profits  for 
themselves  or  the  stockholders.  Under  such  circumstances  the 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  proposed  increase  should 
be  approved. 

[2]  With  respect  to  application  No.  2381,  wherein  it  is  pro- 
posed to  change  the  limits  for  town  service  from  "3  miles  from 
central  office"  to  "-J  mile  from  city  limits,"  the  Commission  is 
of  the  opinion  that  the  application  should  be  approved.  The 
present  rule  results  in  discrimination,  in  that  patrons  living  3 
miles  from  an  exchange  can  secure  individual  service  at  the  same 
rate  as  patrons  residing  but  a  short  distance  from  the  exchange. 
The  practice  the  state  over  is  to  make  the  city  boundaries  the 
limits  of  the  exchange  zone,  but  for  the  reason  that  the  associa- 
tion is  serving  a  number  of  patrons  just  outside  the  city  limits 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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of  a  number  of  its  exchanges  who  would  be  put  to  oonaid^rable 
inconvenienee  if  the  zone  was  changed  to  the  city  limits,  it  is 
considered  more  equitable  in  this  ease  to  aj^rove  the  boundaries 
as  applied  for. 

ORDER. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Hamilton  County  Fanners  Tel- 
ephone Association  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  authorized  to 
charge  and  collect  the  following  schedule  of  rates  for  the  various 
exchanges  constituting  its  system: 


Owned  fbonM 

Rented  Plioma 

Bus. 

Res. 

Bus. 

Res. 

Aurora 

12.25 

1.76 
1.00 

«1.W            t2.60 

1.26              2.35 
tbroug:bout  entire  sTste 

fl.76 

Doniphan.    Glltner,    Hampton,    Marquette, 

HordvlUe,  PUlllps,  Stockhamand  TrumboU 

Farm  liD4^ .. 

1.50 

m 

Where  two  business  firms,  occupying  the  same  room,  use  the  same  phone^ 
the  rate  for  each  firm  will  be  50  cents  less  than  the  regular  rate. 

A  discount  of  25  cents  per  month  will  b«  giyen  on  the  above  rates  if  paid 
on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  the  current  month.  If  the  15th  should  fall  on 
Sunday  or  a  legal  holiday  the  discount  will  be  allowed  on  the  16th. 

Extension  phone „ /.  $  .50  per  month 

Extension  bell 25     " 

Owner's  extension  phone 26    **        " 

These  rates  entitle  the  subscriber  to  the  whole  system. 

The  above  schedule  of  rates  and  rules  to  become  effective 
March  1,  1916. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  applicant  herein  shall  not  pay 
and  distribute  dividends  on  the  capital  stock  now  outstandings 
or  hereafter  authorized,  in  excess  of  8  per  cent,  until  the  further 
order  of  this  Commission. 

Made  and  entered  at  Lincoln,  Nebraska,  this  11th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1916. 

Nebraska  State  Railway  Commission,  Henry  T.  Clarke,  Jr., 
Chairman. 

Note. — ^Telephone  rates. 

In  Re  St.  Paul  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3373,  Jan.  13,  1916,  permission 
to  establish  a  toll  charge  of  10  cents  from  Yandalia  to  St.  Paul  was 
denied  by  the  Illinois  Commission  where  the  line  oyer  whidi  such 
messages  were  handled  was  owned  by  a  company  not  a  party  to  the 
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pTDceedingSy  and  there  being  nothing  to  show  whether  or  not  such 
rate  was  reasonable;  an  increase  in  line  rental  charge  from  $4  to  $5 
per  year  was  authorized. 

A  telephone  company  may  make  a  slight  increase  in  rates  upon 
installiiig  modem  equipment,  where  more  than  76  per  cent  of  the 
bobscribers  have  agreed  to  the  increase,  where  large  sums  have  been 
expended  in  good  faith  for  the  installation,  and  where  the  increased 
rate  will  not  yield  more  than  a  fair  return,  and  corresponds  largely 
with  rates  in  communities  of  a  similar  size  having  similar  service. 
Be  Northwestern  Teleph.  Co.  Minnesota,  December  30,  1915. 

In  Re  Monroe  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  2584, 
Dec.  16^  1916,  the  Nebraska  Commission  authorized  petitioner  to 
charge  subscribers  with  the  actual  cost  of  material  and  time  for  the 
moving  of  phones,  with  a  minimum  charge  of  $1,  and  to  charge  for 
all  parts  of  the  telephones  broken  by  subscribers  or  others. 

In  Re  White  Mountain  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co,  B-303,  Dec.  17, 
1915^  the  New  Hampshire  Commission,  in  permitting  additional 
reTenue  to  be  obtained  by  increasing  the  rates  for  commuted  service 
to  adjoining  exchanges,  held  that  commuted  service  subscribers,  en- 
joying the  most  favorable  rates,  should  stand  the  increase. 

'in  Re  Winnepesaukee  Teleph.  Co.  D-302,  Dec.  17,  1915,  the  New 
Hampshire  Commission  authorized  an  increase  for  Center  Harbor 
and  Meredith  exchangee  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  equal  rates 
upon  all  exchanges  of  the  same  class,  it  appearing  that  the  present 
rates  were  wholly  inadequate  to  yield  a  fair  return  upon  the  invest* 
moit. 

In  He  Amacoy  Teleph.  Co.  Nov.  S,  1916,  the  Wisconsin  Commis- 
sion authorized  a  rate  increase  for  a  restricted  number  of  telephones 
to  $1.15  per  month,  net,  it  appearing  that  the  proposed  increase  was 
approved  by  a  majority  of  stockholding  subscribers,  that  the  com- 
pany was  patting  in  metallic  oinmits,  and  that  altho^h  the  true 
operating  expenses  could  not  be  ascertained  f roai  an  efamination  of 
the  books,  tiie  proposed  rakes  were  not  in  themselves  excessive.  The 
company  was  also  antiiorized  to  make  an  installation  charge  of  $2 
for  desk  telephones  and  a  similar  charge  for  extension  b^ls,  where 
there  was  no  further  charge  for  such  service. 

In  Be  Eastern  Wisoonsin  Teleph.  Co.  Jan.  13, 1916,  the  Wisconsin 
Commission  authorized  an  increase  of  25  cents  per  month  upon  the 
establishment  of  a  continuous  day  and  night  service  where  the  com- 
pany  was  earning  about  7  per  cent  and  the  increased  coat  of  operation 
wonld  take  up  the  increase. 

In  Re  Pootville  Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  15,  1915,  the  Wisconsin  Commis- 
sion authorised  an  increase  of  rates  for  rural  telephone  service  to 
provide  for  reasonable  depreciation  and  a  fair  return  upon  the  in- 
vestment,  the  new  rates  being  in  keeping  with  charges  for  like  serv- 
ice furnished  by  other  companies  of  the  same  size. 
P.U.K.1916C. 
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In  Ee  Lebanon  Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  24,  11^15,  the  Wi^jousin  Commis- 
sion authorized  a  charge  of  3  cents  a  call  to  subscribers  for  each 
message  from  the  company's  lines  to  Watertown  through  the  ex- 
change of  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company,  where,  although  over 
16  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  former's  property  was 
available  for  interest  and  depreciation,  the  plant  was  operated  more 
cheaply  than  could  be  expected  in  the  future. 

In  Be  Northfield  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  15,  1915,  the  Wiscon- 
sin Commission  authorized  an  increase  from  76  cents  to  $1  per 
month  where  necessary  to  provide  for  depreciation  and  a  small  re- 
turn. 

The  establishment,  increase,  or  decrease  of  rates  have  also  been 
approved  or  ordered  in  various  jurisdictions  as  follows : 

Michigan,— Re  Citizens'  Teleph.  Co.  T-93,  Dec.  31,  1915,  increase 
in  Caledonia;  Re  Citizens'  Teleph.  Co.  T-94,  Dec.  31,  1915,  in- 
crease in  Middleville;  Re  Citizens'  Teleph.  Co.  T-95,  Dec.  31,  1915, 
increase  in  Saranae ;  Re  Sunfield  Co-op.  Teleph.  Oo.  T-101,  Dec.  31, 
1915,  $15  a  year  subject  to  a  discount  of  75  cents  per  quarter  if  paid 
during  the  first  month  of  each  quarter  with  all  toils;  Ke  Van  Buren 
County  Teleph.  Co.  T-98,  Dec.  31,  1915,  schedule  of  charges  for 
messages  between  the  exchanges  of  the  company. 

Nebraska, — Re  Burton  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  2589,  Dec. 
18,  1915,  increase  of  inadequate  farm  line  switching  rates  from  25 
to  50  cents  per  month,  residence  lines  from  $1  to  $1.26  per  month ; 
Re  Crownover  Teleph.  Co.  App.  No.  2575,  Nov.  30,  1915,  increase 
from  $1.35  to  $1.50  per  month  for  farm  line  service  on  lines  coaa- 
nected  with  the  Comstock  Independent  Telephone  Co.;  Re  Crown- 
over  Teleph.  Co.  App.  No.  2574,  Nov.  30,  1915,  installation  charge 
of  $1  per  telephone  in  Sargent  and  $2  per  phone  outside,  to  be  re- 
funded after  continuous  service  for  one  year,  $1  p^  phone  in  Sar- 
gent for  change  and  an  additional  charge  of  50  cents  per  telephone 
for  change  made  b^ond  each  5-mile  z<me  ontade  the  corporate 
limits;  Re  Gothenbujg  Teleph.  Exoh.  App.  No.  2557,  Nov.  19, 
1915,  flat  rate  of  $1.50  for  bulletining  18  country  phone  lines  and 
15  cents  for  any  single  line ;  Re  Lincoln  TelejA.  &  Teleg.  Co.  App. 
No.  2560,  Nov.  22,  1915,  increase  from  5  to  10  cents  for  toll  service 
from  Lincoln  to  Cheney ;  Re  Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg,  Co.  Applica- 
tion No.  2591,  Dec.  14, 1915,  50  cents  per  month  for  each  additional 
listing  of  a  subscriber's  name  in  directory;  Re  Lincoln  Teleph.  Co. 
App.  No.  2573,  Nov.  30,  1915,  cancelation  of  $1  rate  for  4-party 
residence  telephones  connected  with  the  Superior  Exchange;  Re 
Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  2607,  Jan.  8,  1916,  $6  per 
anntmi  for  residence  extensiwi  sets,  metallic  circuit,  wall  type,  with- 
out bell,  for  service  at  West  Point;  Re  Unadilla  Union  Teleph.  Co. 
Application  No.  2584,  Dec.  14,  1915,  55.  cents  per  month  to  sub- 
scribers maintaining  their  own  instruments  and  connecting  lines; 
P.UJ1.1916C. 
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Re  TJnion  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  2620,  Jan.  19,  1916,. 
$1.25  per  month  for  exchange  service  with  discount  of  25  cents  per 
month  for  payment  in  advance. 

New  York.— 'Re  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  No.  T.  &  T.  110,  Dec.  10, 
1915,  tariff  canceHng  Krat  Eevision  of  P.  S.  C.,  N.  Y.  No.  158,  and 
establishing  varions  approved  rates  and  reissuing  all  other  matter 
without  change;  Be  Walden  Teleph.  Co.  No,  T.  &  T.  109,  Oct.  1, 
1915,  Supplement  No.  1  to  P.  S.  C,  N.  Y.  No.  2,  which  added  rules 
4  and  5  to  the  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  tariff,  authorized. 

Tennessee.— Be  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Jan.  18,  1915, 
increase  at  Union  City  upon  change  from  magneto  system  to  central 
energy  common  battery  system  as  petitioned  by  over  75  per  cent  of 
sabscribers  who  agreed  to  pay  increased  rate;  Be  Cumberland  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  Co.  Oct.  9,  1915,  increase  at  Dyersburg  upon  change  from 
magneto  system  to  central  energy  common  battery  system  as  peti- 
tioned by  more  than  93  per  cent  of  the  compan/s  subscribers  who 
agreed  to  pay  increased  rates. 


ITEBRASKA  STATE  RAILWAY  COMMISSION. 

nr  BE  LINCOLN  TELEPHONE  &  TELEGBAPH  COMPANY. 

[Application  No.  2590.] 

UiseriminaUon  —  Free    eerviee  <«-  Telephones  —  Operating    eonditUme 
-» Impairtnent  of  contract  ohligation. 

A  telephone  company  will  be  permitted  to  discontinue  free  trans- 
missioii  over  its  toll  line  of  messages  briginating  on  the  exchange  of  a 
aeoond  company  and  destined  to  snbtcriberB  of  a  third  company,  where 
such  service  causes  discrimination  and  is  impracticable  from  a  satisfac- 
tory operating  standpoint,  and  where  any  agreements  which  may  have 
been  made  in  the  past  as  to  such  service  would  not  now  be  binding,  as 
the  ownership  of  the  varioua  lines  has  changed  many  times  and  the  con- 
ditions are  different. 

fl^ebruary  11,  1916.] 

Application  of  the  Lincojn  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company 
for  authority  to  discontinue  free  service  between  Silver  Creek 
and  Osceola;  granted. 

Appearances :  L*  E.  Hurtz  aijd  R  E.  Mattison  for  applicant ; 
P.  H.  Bell,  Frank  Triha,  Ben  McCormick,  and  Ben  Stoffer  for 
protestants;  L.  B.  Wilson  for  iTTebraska  Telephone  Company. 

Taylor^  Commiasioner:  While  this  application  ifl  brought  in 
the  name  of  the  Lincoln  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  it 
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involves  the  interests  of  three  companies,  the  Nebraska  Tele- 
phone Company  and  the  Polk  County  Independent  Telephone 
Company  being  equally  conoemed.  The  question  at  issue  is  as 
to  whether  the  privil^e  now  extended  to  certain  fann  subscrib- 
ers of  the  Nebraska  Telephone  Company  of  talking  to  the  sub- 
scribers of  the  Polk  County  Independent  Telephone  Company 
at  Osceola  shall  be  discontinued. 

The  situation  is  as  follows:  Farm  subscribers  of  the  Ne- 
braska Telephone  Company's  exchange  at  Silver  Creek  who  re- 
side south  of  the  Platte  river  in  Polk  county,  desire  connection 
with  Osceola,  the  county  seat.  Several  years  ago,  when  the 
Silver  Creek  exchange  was  owned  by  a  Mr.  Haisch,  these  farm- 
ers were  given  connection  with  the  Osceola  exchange  of  the  Polk 
County  Independent  Telephone  Company  upon  the  payment  of 
a  monthly  rental  for  both  exchanges  of  $1.25.  Subsequently 
the  arrangement  with  the  Polk  county  eompany  was  discontinued 
through  the  refusal  of  that  company  to  longer  give  the  service. 
Thereupon  Mr.  Eaisch  entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Ne- 
In*aska  Telephone  Company,  which  at  that  time  had  an  exchange 
at  Osceola,  and  connection  was  made  with  that  exchange.  In 
1912  the  Nebraska  Telephone  Company  sold  its  exchange  at 
Osceola  to  1*te  Lincoln  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  in  the 
meantime  having  purchased  the  exchange  at  Silver  Creek.  Later 
the  Lincoln  company  sold  its  exchange  at  Osceola  to  the  Polk 
county  company,  retaining  only  the  toll  property,  a  p<Mrtion  of 
which  was  a  half  interest  in  a  trunk  line  running  from  Osceola 
to  Silver  Creek,  over  which  this  free  service  was  being  given. 
The  Polk  county  eompany  eonaolidated  the  two  exchanges  at 
Osceola,  and  solicited  the  subscribers  of  the  Lincoln  eompany 
over  to  its  own  exchange.  This  had  the  effect  of  discontinuing 
the  exchange  to  which  the  farmers  above  referred  to  had  been 
having  free  exchange.  Calls  continued  to  be  forwarded  from 
Silver  Creek,  however,  and  the  service  was  continued  until,  in 
the  spring  of  1916,  the  toll  line  was  blown  down  and  was  not 
repaired.  Upon  informal  complaint  of  the  farmers  affected,  a 
conference  was  held  by  the  Commission  with  interested  parties 
in  October,  1915,  at  which  time  an  agreement  was  entered  into 
under  the  terms  of  which  the  Lincoln  company  was  to  resume 
tiie  service  on  condition  that  the  fanners  would  pay  $7»60  per 
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month  for  the  use  of  that  portion  of  the  toll  line  owned  by  the 
Lincoln  company.  After  the  service  had  been  given  for  a  couple 
of  weeks^  however^  the  line  again  went  down.  The  farmers 
refused  to  pay  any  further  rental,  some  of  them  contending 
that  the  agreement  called  io^  but  the  payment  of  one  instalment 
of  $7.50  to  repair  the  line,  and  others  that  the  service  was  not 
satisfactory.  The  Lincoln  company  repaired  the  line  again 
and  resumed  service,  but  filed 'an  application  for  permission  to 
permanently  discontinue  the  arrangement. 

The  controversy  involves  the  conflicting  interests  of  a  number 
of  parties.  One  point  is  quite  clear  and  needs  no  discussion,  viz.,^ 
that  the  Lincoln  company  cannot  be  required  to  give  service  over 
a  portion  of  its  toll  property  for  which  it  receives  no  compensa- 
tion. This  it  has  done  for  a  considerable  portion  of  the  time 
during  the  past  three  years.  The  offer  to  accept  a  flat  rate  of 
$7.50  per  month  for  the  use  of  the  line  was  a  concession  calcu- 
lated to  temporarily  settle  the  matter,  and  now  that  it  has  failed 
of  its  purpose  the  company  feels  justified  in  asking  that  the 
service  be  put  upon  a  business  basis.  As  shown,  the  Lincoln 
company  is  not  interested  in  either  of  the  terminating  exchanges, 
and  is  only  concerned  with  the  proper  operation  of  the  toll  line 
that  coimects  them. 

The  Polk  county  company,  while  not  appearing  to  object  at 
the  hearing  upon  this  application,  was  represented  at  the  con- 
ference referred  to,  and  entered  a  vigorous  objection  to  a  restora- 
tion of  the  service  on  the  old  terms.  It  has  subscribers  in  the 
territory  south  of  the  Platte  river  served  by  the  Nebraska  com- 
pany. By  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  farmers  attached  to  the 
Silver  Creek  exchange  could  talk  to  their  neighbors  who  were 
OTk  the  Osceola  exchange,  while  the  latter  could  not  call  these 
same  Silver  Creek  farmers,  the  service  being  one  way  only,  a 
discriminatory  condition  was  created  that  was  anything  but 
satisfactory.  It  constituted  an  inducement  to  the  subscribers 
of  the  Osceola  company  to  leave  that  company  and  go  to  the 
Nebraska  company.  While  the  Polk  county  company  received 
compensation  for  handling  the  calls  coming  from  Silver  Creek 
in  the  form  of  the  regular  commission  on  toll  business,  the  dis- 
satisfaction caused  by  the  discrimination  against  its  own  patrons 
was  so  general  as  to  prompt  it  to  encourage  a  discontinuance  of 
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the  service.  The  Polk  county  company  had  jnst  cause  for  com- 
plaint^ although^  so  long  as  it  was  receiving  compensation  for 
handling  the  calls,  it  could  not  properly  discontinue  the  service 
on  its  own  motion. 

The  Nebraska  company  has  tak^n  the  position  that  it  was 
ready  and  willing  to  continue  the  service,  although  it  could  not 
do  so  if  either  of  the  other  companies  declined.  It  appears  that 
many  years  ago,  during  the  mknagement  of  Mr.  Raisch,  the 
farmers  involved  in  this  case  were  promised  service  with  Osceola 
if  they  would  pay  a  rate  of  25  cents  per  month  in  addition  to 
their  regular  rate  of  $1  per  month.  As  we  have  shown,  how- 
ever, the  original  connection  was  to  be  with  the  Osceola  exchange 
of  the  Polk  county  company.  Later  this  was  discontinued,  and 
connection  was  then  made  with  the  Nebraska  exchange  at  Osce- 
ola. Still  later  this  exchange  was  purchased  by  and  the  sub- 
scribers all  solicited  over  to  the  Polk  county  company,  leaving 
the  connection  worthless.  Without  further  arrangement,  calls 
were  put  through  from  Silver  Creek  to  the  Polk  county  ex- 
change, although,  as  the  Lincoln  company  contends,  over  its 
protest.  It  further  appears  that  the  rate  for  farm  line  service 
on  the  Silver  Creek  exchange  at  the  present  time  is  $1.25  to  all 
subscribers,  so  that  the  extension  of  the  Osceola  service  to  the 
fanners  south  of  the  Platte  river  and  its  denial  to  the  other  farm- 
ers on  the  exchange  constitutes  a  discrimination. 

It  is  apparent  from  the  foregoing  that  the  effort  to  give  the 
service  involved  can  only  be  attended  by  complications  that  will 
give  rise  to  complaint,  that  it  is  impractical  from  a  satisfactory 
operating  standpoint,  and  that  it  is  the  cause  of  discrimination 
that  has  a  measure  of  injustice  in  it.  While  the  subscribers 
affected  appear  to  have  had  some  sort  of  an  agreement  covering 
the  furnishing  of  the  service  by  the  Silver  Creek  exchange,  the 
conditions  have  changed  so  many  times  and  are  now  so  much 
different  than  at  the  time  the  agreement  was  entered  into  that 
the  contract,  if  any  existed,  would  not  now  be  binding.  For 
these  reasons  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  service 
should  be  discontinued  and  the  application  approved. 

ORDER. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Lincoln  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
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Company  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  authorized  to  discontinue 
the  handling  of  so-called  "free  service'^  messages  over  its  toll 
line  between  Silver  Creek  and  Osceola,  the  messages  referred 
to  being  such  as  originate  on  those  farm  lines  belonging  to  the 
Xebraska  Telephone  Company  at  Silver  Creek  extending  across 
the  Platte  river  and  into  Polk  county,  destined  to  parties  on  the 
exchange  of  the  Polk  County  Independent  Telephone  Company 
at  Osceola. 

This  order  shall  become  effective  on  and  after  March  1,  1916. 

Nebraska  State  Bailway  Commission^  Henry  T.  Clarke,  Jr., 
Chairman. 


NSr^fT  OSRSEY  BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  VTILITT  COMMISSIONERS. 

MANTUA  TOWNSHIP 

V. 

NEW  JERSEY  GAS  COMPANY. 

VaMwation'^ Land'-* Allowance  for  overhead  expenses, 

1.  In  Taluing  the  land  of  a  gas  utility  for  rate  making,  20  per  cent 
of  the  cost  was  added  as  the  overhead  expense  for  buying  and  holding 
of  the  land  until  the  plant  was  ready  for  operation. 

ValwuUion^^ Physical  property  other  than  land'*  Allowance  for  over- 
Head  expenses, 

2.  In  valuing  the  physical  property  other  than  land  of  a  gas  utility 
for  rate  making,  an  average  of  16.11  per  cent  of  the  net  cost  was  added 
as  the  overhead  expense. 

Valtsation*' Unused  property  ^^  Allowance  for, 

3.  Hie  value  of  gas  generating  and  purifying  equipment  in  excess 
of  the  immediate  future  needs  of  the  utility  and  the  portions  of  build- 
ings required  to  house  them  was  not  allowed  as  an  element  of  value 
for  rate  making. 

Tal'uatlon'^Vnused  service  connections*' Allowance  for. 

4.  Hie  value  of  unused  service  connections  of  a  gas  utility  in  excess 
of  15  per  cent  of  the  meters  in  service  was  not  allowed  as  an  element 
of  value  for  rate  making. 

Valuation '"Working  capital  *»  Discarded  property. 

6.  Two  thirds  the  value  of  discarded  machinery  and  accessories 
which  had  been  in  use,  and  had  not  been  charged  <^,  was  allowed  in  a 
rate  valuation  under  the  head  of  working  capital,  one  third  being  de- 
ducted as  depreciation  accruing  prior  to  the  consolidation  of  the  com- 
panies. 
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Valuation  —  Organization  expenses, 

6.  A  claim  for  organization  expenses  amounting  to  3.4  per  cent  of 
the  cost  to  reproduce  the  property  new  was  disallowed  as  imreasonable 
for  a  gas  company  whose  tangible  property  was  valued  at  $1,136,359. 

Valtiation '^  Legal  expenses, 

7.  In  a  rate  valuation,  l^al  expenses  for  presenting  the  case  to 
the  Commission  should  not  be  included  as  l^al  expenses  during  coi> 
struction,  where  the  value  of  the  property  at  a  prior  date  has  been 
taken  as  the  basis  upon  which  to  predicate  rates. 

Valuation -^JPfemiums  on  bonds. 

8.  In  valuing  a  gas  utility  for  rate  making,  the  item,  "premiums 
paid  on  bonds/'  a  subitem  of  ''other  intangibles,"  was  not  allowed,  upon 
the  ground  that  the  payment  was  unnecessary,  whwe  it  appeared  that 
the  bonds  did  not  actually  change  hands,  but  were  transferred  from 
one  corporation  to  another,  controlled  by  the  same  individuals. 

Valuation '^"Franchise  requirements  capitalized," 

9.  In  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  utility,  the  item,  "franchise  require- 
ments capitalized,"  subitem  of  "other  intangibles,"  representing  the 
amoimt  of  money  which  invested  at  5  per  cent  interest  will  yield  an- 
nually the  estimated  average  cost  of  supplying  free  gas  to  municipali- 
ties as  required  by  the  franchises,  was  not  allowed  as  an  element  of 
value,  upon  the  ground  that  the  cost  of  this  service  already  formed  a 
part  of  the  operating  expenses. 

Depreciation  ^»  Accrued  ^»  JProperty  of  consolidated  company, 

10.  In  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  utility  made  up  of  various  consoli- 
dations and  mergers,  no  allowance  should  be  made  for  depredation  that 
accrued  before  the  company  ieicquired  the  property,  where  the  property 
was  taken  over  at  its  then  present  value. 

Return  —  Gas  —  Amount. 

11.  The  return  for  a  gas  utility  wajs  fixed  at  7  per  cent  to  enable  the 
company  to  earn  6^  per  cent  on  capital,  and  to  pay  interest  on  bonds 
issued  for  construction. 

[January  18,  1916.] 

Complaint  ailing  that  defendant's  rates  for  gas  were  ex- 
cessive and  discriminatory ;  dismissed. 

The  decision  was  based  upon  a  valuation  of  the  property.  The 
Commission  found  that  the  actual  cash  investment  in  the  prop- 
erty did  not  exceed  $1,521,  251.37.  This  conclusion  was  reached 
by  subtracting  from  $1,975,425,  the  total  outstanding  capital- 
ization, the  sum  of  $454,173.63,  which  was  found  to  be  the 
amount  of  securities  issued  in  excess  of  the  actual  cost  or  value 
of  the  total  property  acquired  through  the  issue  of  stock  and 
bonds.    The  items  making  up  this  amount  are  shown  in  table  II. 

Appearances:  Oscar  B.  Redrew  for  the  complainant;  Nor- 
man Grey  and  Theodore  J.  Grayson  for  the  respondent;  Frank 
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H.   Sommery  counsel,  and  Grover  C.  Eichman,  assistant  coun- 
sel, for  the  Board. 

By  the  Commission:  The  township  of  Mantua,  township  of 
Hast  Greenwich,  township  of  Glassboro,  borough  of  Wenonah, 
borougli  of  Pitman,  borough  of  Clayton,  borough  of  Pittsgrove, 
and  town  of  Woodbury  Heights,  all  in  Gloucester  county,  the 
borough  of  Elmer,  in  Salem  county,  and  the  township  of  Glou- 
cester, in  Camden  county,  filed  a  petition  with  the  Commission, 
alleging  that  the  New  Jeraey  Gas  Company  charges  excessive 
rates  for  gas,  and  that  the  consumers  living  in  the  municipalities 
referred  to  are  being  discriminated  against,  because  they  are 
charged  at  a  higher  rate  than  the  same  company  charges  for  gas 
supplied  in  Landis  township  in  the  county  of  Cumberland. 

Complaint  was  also  made  that  the  rates  charged  for  street 
lighting  are  excessive. 

The  complaints  allege  that  an  underlying  reason  for  the  ex- 
cessive rates  is  improper  capitalization. 

The  answer  of  the  company  includes : 

(1)  An  admission  that  there  is  a  difference  between  the  rates 
charged  to  consumers  in  Landis  township,  and  the  rates  charged 
to  consumers  in  all  other  territory  of  the  company. 

(2)  The  claim  that  the  rates  charged  in  all  parts  of  the 
territory  are  just  and  reasonable,  excepting  the  rates  charged  in 
Liandis  township.  In  this  case,  the  company  claims  that  the 
rates  are  too  low,  and  are  therefore  unjust  to  the  company. 

(3)  The  claim  that  the  rates  for  street  lighting  are  just  and 
reajBonable. 

(4)  A  statement  that  the  rates  for  the  sale  of  gas  are  not  de- 
termined solely  by  the  distance  of  consumers"  from  the  point  of 
manufacture,  but  that  many  other  factors  must  be  taken  into 
consideration. 

(6)  A  denial  of  the  allegations  regarding  improper  capitaliza- 
tioiL 

(6)  That  the  rates  now  charged  by  the  company  should  be 
jBustained. 

On  the  issues  joined,  hearings  were  held  and  testimony  and 
exhibits  making  a  voluminous  record  were  submitted. 

The  complainants  submitted  a  report  by  H.  L.  McMillan  and 
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F.  A.  Wood,  engineers,  dated  May  1,  1913.  There  were  two 
sections  to  this  report, — ^the  first  referring  to  the  valuation  of 
the  property  of  the  gas  company,  the  second  being  an  analysis  of 
revenues  and  operating  expenses. 

It  early  appeared  that  the  valuations  submitted  by  the  com- 
plainants were  not  complete.  The  complainants  had  not  been 
given  opportunity  to  inspect  the  property,  and  on  this  account 
they  requested  the  Commission  to  make  a  valuation  of  the  prop- 
erty. This  was  done  under  the  direction  of  the  Commission's 
engineer.  Dr.  Philander  Betts. 

Examination  of  the  books  of  the  company  was  made  by  Mr. 
Henry  S.  Lyon,  the  accountant  for  the  Commission,  and  testi- 
mony was  also  submitted  regarding  certain  information  taken 
from  the  books  by  Mr.  Callingham,  for  the  petitioners. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission's  usual  practice  in  rate 
cases,  the  company  was  requested  to  furnish  an  inventory  and 
appraisal  of  the  property,  together  with  detailed  statements  re- 
garding the  finances  of  the  company.  In  view  of  former  ex- 
perience, it  was  decided  to  prepare  the  inventory  in  collaboration 
with  the  engineers  of  the  gas  company,  in  order  to  eliminate  all 
disputes  as  to  the  existence  of  the  property  itself. 

The  appraisal  made  by  the  Commission  was  presented  in  de- 
tail at  numerous  hearings  held  in  Camden,  and  full  opportunity 
was  given  both  the  company  and  the  complainants  to  criticize 
the  results  as  determined  by  the  Commission's  engineers. 

Corporate  History. 

The  !N"ew  Jersey  Gas  Company,  in  1913,  was  supplying  por- 
tions of  Gloucester^  Camden,  Salem,  and  Cumberland  counties, 
from  a  central  plant  located  at  Glassboro. 

The  company  was  formed  by  consolidation  agreement  dated 
May  28,  1910,  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of  state  on 
June  18,  1910.  The  companies  consolidating  which  formed  the 
original  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  were:  1.  The  Laurel 
Springs,  Magnolia,  &  Clementon  Gas  Company,  organized  April 
24,  1909 ;  2.  Williamstown  Gas  Company,  organized  September 
23,  1907 ;  3.  Woodbury  Heights  Gas  Company,  organized  March 
14,  1906.     The  consolidation  was  effected  by  adding  together, 
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without  increase  or  decrease,  the  face  values  of  the  capital  stocks 
of  the  consolidating  companies.  Before  consolidation  the  stocks 
outstanding  were  as  follows : 

1.  L.  S.  M.  &  C.  Gas  Co.  stock  issued  Dec.  22/09 $7,625 

2.  Williamstown  Gas  Co.  stock  issued  Sep.  22/07  5,000 

3.  Woodbury  Hts.  Gas  Co.  stock  issued  May  21/10 6,000 

Tlie  aggregate  of  these  three  issues  was $17,625 

— and,  as  part  of  the  consolidation  agreement,  the  New  Jersey 
Gas  Company  (A)  issued  stock  in  the  par  value  of  $17,625,  in 
even  exchange  for  the  stocks  of  the  constituent  companies. 

A  second  consolidation  took  place  by  an  agreement  of  June  30, 
1910,  which  was  filed  in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of  state  on 
July  2,  1910.  By  this  agreement  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company 
(A)  consolidated  with  the  Vineland  Gas  Company,  which  was 
organized  on  January  5,  1907;  and  the  Elmer  Gas  Company, 
which  was  organized  September  23,  1907.  The  name  of  the 
new  company  was  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (B).  The  result  of 
the  consolidation  was  as  follows: 

(A)  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  capital  stock $17,625 

4.  Elmer  Gas  Co.  stock  issued  Oct.  1,  1907  6,000 

5.  Vineland  Gas  Co.  stock  issued  July  1,  1910 12,500 

Stock  issued  by  N.  J.  Gas  Co.   (B)  in  exchange  for  stocks  of  con- 
stituents     $35,125 

On  July  2,  1910,  the  Xew  Jersey  Gas  Company  (B)  issued 
stock  to  the  par  value  of  $417,900,  and  bonds  in  the  par  value 
of  $900,000,  these  two  issues  being  made  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing the  assets  of  the  New  Jersey  Consolidated  Gas  Company. 
These  assets  consisted  of  various  stocks  and  bonds,  and  included 
contracts  for  construction  of  the  new  plant  at  Glassboro,  as  well 
as  the  high-pressure  transmission  lines  radiating  from  Glassboro 
to  other  municipalities. 

A  third  consolidation  took  place  by  agreement  of  August 
8,  1910,  approved  by  the  Commission  October  29,  1910.  By 
this  consolidation  the  East  Greenwich  Gas  Company  (6)  con- 
solidated with  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (B),  forming  New 
Jersey  Gas  Company  (C).  The  result  after  the  consolidation  of 
October  29,  1910,  was  as  follows: 

(8)   East  Greenwich  Gas  Co.  stock  issued  Sep.  29,  1909 $2,500 

(B)  N.  J.  Gas  Co.  stock  outstanding  453,025 

Stock  outstanding  after  consolidation — ^N.  J.  Gas  Co.  (C)   $455,525 
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A  fourth  consolidation,  by  agreement  dated  August  9,  1910, 
approved  by  the  Commission  November  10,  1910,  took  place  by 
which  the  Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Company  (7), 
oi^anized  on  January  2,  1906,  was  consolidated  with  New  Jer- 
sey Gas  Company  (C),  forming  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (D). 
The  result  of  this  consolidation  was  as  follows : 

(7)   P.  G.  &  C.  Gas  Co.  stock  issued  $109,600 

(C)  New  Jersey  Gas  Co.  stock  outstanding  455,625 

After  consolidation,  N.  J.  Gas  Co.  (D)  had  outstanding $565,025 

By  agreement  of  November  21,  1911,  Swedesboro  Gas  Com- 
pany (8),  organized  October  4,  1902,  and  reorganized  as  the 
Swedesboro  Gas  Light  Company  December  1,  1905,  was  merged 
with  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (D). 

New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (D)  had  already  issued  securities 
to  be  used  in  purchasing  the  stocks  and  bonds  of  the  Swedesboro 
Company,  and,  in  the  merger,  the  stocks  and  bonds  of  the  Swedes- 
boro Company  were  canceled. 

By  merger  agreement  approved  March  12,  1912,  Pennsgrove 
Gas  Company  (9),  which  was  organized  August  2,  1904,  and 
Bridgeport  Gas  Company  (10),  which  was  organized  May  11, 
1909,  were  merged  into  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (D). 

The  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (D)  had  previously  issued 
its  own  securities  to  purchase  the  securities  of  the  Pennsgrove 
and  Bridgeport  Companies,  and,  in  the  merger,  the  securities  of 
the  Pennsgrove  and  Bridgeport  Companies  were  canceled. 

The  Vineland  Gas  Company  (5),  referred  to  above,  although 
organized  January  5,.  1907,  does  not  appear  to  have  issued  any 
securities  until  July  1,  1910.  This  company,  however,  obtained 
franchises  from  Vineland  borough  on  August  13,  1907,  and  from 
Landis  township  on  August  5,  1907,  and  April  8,  1909.  These 
franchises  were  procured  because  of  the  lapse  of  the  franchise 
rights  of  the  old  company  which  had  been  serving  Vineland. 

The  Vineland  Gaslight  Company  was  organized  by  special  act 
of  the  legislature  approved  March  15,  1870  (P.  L.  1870,  p.  577). 

In  1884,  Vineland  Gaslight  Company  became  insolvent  and 
was  sold  by  receiver  at  public  sale.  The  purchaser,  John  E. 
Farmmi,  operated  the  works  until  the  year  1900,  when,  on  March 
27th,  he  conveyed  the  same  to  Arthur  A.  Halbrook.  The  convey- 
ance included  all  the  real  and  personal  property  purchased  by 
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Famam  at  the  receiver's  sale  and  some  additional  property  and 
extensions  of  the  works>  and  specifically  included  the  franchises 
sold  by  the  receiver. 

Under  date  of  March  31,  1900,  Halbrook  and  wife  conveyed 
the  same  property,  except  the  franchises,  to  the  Vineland  Light 
&  Power  Company,  and,  by  a  separate  instrument,  leased  the 
franchises  to  the  company  for  the  period  of  99  years.  From  that 
time,  up  to  1907,  when  the  whole  matter  was  before  the  court  of 
chancery,  the  Vineland  Light  &  Power  Company  operated  the 
works,  and  made  such  improvements  and  extensions  as  the  growth 
of  the  community  seemed  to  warrant 

The  Vineland  Light  &  Power  Company  was  formed  March 
9,  1900,  under  the  general  corporation  act,  and  on  February 
5, 1907,  the  court  of  chancery  decided  that  this  company  had  no 
right  to  exercise  the  franchises  which  had  been  leased  by  Hal- 
brook  and  wife.  The  decision  was  virtually  to  the  effect  that  the 
franchises  of  the  Vineland  Gaslight  Company  had  lapsed  be- 
cause the  purchaser  had  not  formed  a  new  corporation  in  accord- 
ance with  the  act  of  February  27,  1881,  and  its  amendments, 
which  provided  for  the  sale  of  the  property  of  the  public  utility 
companies  at  receiver's  sale. 

An  injunction  was  issued  by  the  court  of  chancery  on  Febru- 
ary 15,  1907,  the  result  of  which  was  to  forbid  the  exercise  by 
the  Vineland  Light  &  Power  Company  of  the  franchises  which 
had  been  originally  granted  by  special  act  to  the  Vineland  Gas 
Light  Company. 

The  Vineland  Light  &  Power  Company  had  not  been  organized 
tinder  the  gas  act,  and  the  Vineland  Gas  Company  was  therefore 
organized  as  stated  above,  and  obtained  the  necessary  franchises. 

The  Vineland  Light  &  Power  Company  leased  its  property  to 
the  Vineland  Gas  Company  under  date  of  June  26,  1908,  for  a 
period  of  99  years,  and  at  the  present  time,  the  New  Jersey  Gas 
Company  is  operating  the  property. 

The  iXew  Jersey  Gas  Company,  however,  in  its  issue*  of  se- 
curities of  July  2,  1910,  provided  for  the  purchase  of  all  the 
stock  and  bonds  of  the  Vineland  Light  &  Power  Company. 

From  the  foregoing,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  New  Jersey  Gas 
Company  has  been  made  up  by  various  consolidations  and  merg- 
ers of  all  of  the  companies  named  heretofore,  excepting  the  Vine- 
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land  Light  &  Power  Company,  whose  property  is  leased  to  the 
New  Jersey  Gas  Company. 

Financial  History. 

On  July  2,  1910,  the  N.ew  Jersey  Gas  Company,  which  then 
consisted  of  the  Laurel  Springs,  Magnolia,  &  Clementon  Gas 
Company,  the  Williamstown  Gas  Company,  the  Ehner  Gas  Com- 
pany, and  the  Vineland  Gas  Company,  had  outstanding  stock  in 
the  par  value  of  $35,125.  The  bonds,  which  according  to  the 
records  in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of  state  and  other  places,  were 
supposed  to  be  outstanding,  were  as  follows: 

Laurel  Springs,  Magnolia,  &  Clementon  Gas  Co.  issue  of  Dec.  22, 

1909  $100,000 

Williamstown  Gas  Co.  issue  of  April  30,  1909  30,000 

Elmer  Gas  Co.  issue  of  Oct.  30,  1909  35,000 

So  that  total  bonds,  which  according  to  reports  were  outstanding 
on  July  2,  1910,  amounted  to $165,000 

On  July  2,  1910,  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  filed  a  statement 
in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of  state  showing  that  on  that  date 
they  were  issuing  stock  in  the  par  value  of  $417,900,  stock  scrip 
to  the  value  of  $62.24,  and  bonds  in  the  par  value  of  $900,000. 

The  stock  and  scrip  were  issued  for  cash  at  par $417,962.24 

The  bonds  at  80  amounting  to 720,000.00 

Total    $1,137,962.24 

The  certificate  in  the  office  of  the  secretary  of  state  shows  that 
these  issues  of  stock  and  bonds  were  made  to  purchase  certain 
properties  and  contracts.  On  page  6  of  the  journal  of  the  New 
Jersey  Gas  Company,  dated  July  2,  1910,  the  following  entry 
is  found  (Exhibit  C-88,  Nov,  26,  1913) : 

July  2,  1910. 

Sundries  to  New  Jersey  Consolidated  Gas  Co. 

For  the  purchase  of  following  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  property  in  accord- 
ance with  the  resolution  of  the  Board  of  Directors  at  their  meeting  held 
June  30,  1910,  for  the  sum  of $1,137,962.24 

East  Greenwich  Gas  Co.  Ist  mtg.  bonds,  $35,000  at  102 $36,700.00 

Elmer  Gas  Co.  1st  mtg.  5%  gold  bonds,  $35,000  at  105 36,750.00 

Laurel  Springs,  Magnolia,  &  Clementon  Gas  Co.  Ist  mtg.  5% 

gold  bonds,  $45,000  at  105 47,250.00 

Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Co.  1st  mtg.  5%  gold  bonds, 

$150,000  at  110 165,000.00 

Vineland  Light  &  Power  Co.,  Ist  mtg.  5%  gold  bonds,  $58,000 

at  par   58,000.00 

Williamstown  Gas  Co.  Ist  mtg.  5%  gold  bonds,  $30,000  at  105         31,500.00 

Elmer  Gas  Co.  stock— 200  shares  at  $25 5,000.00 
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East  Greenwich  Gas  Oa.  stock — 100  shares  at  par  $25 $2,500.00 

Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Co.  stock— 4,380  shares  at 

par  $26   109,500.00 

Vineland  liight  &  Power  Co.  stock— eOO  shares  at  par  $100  . . .  60,000.00 
Hammonton  k  Egg  Harbor  City  Gas  Co.  stock — 361  shares  par 

$50  at  f  10 3,610.00 

Lewisburfif  Gas  Co.  stock — 1,491  shares,  par  $50  at  $15 22,365.00 

Marietta  &  Eiizabethtown  Gas  Co. — stodc  802  shares,  par  $25 

at  $10    8,020.00 

Vineland  Gas  Co.  stock— 500  shares  at  par  $25 12,500.00 

Pitman,  Glassboro,  ft  Clayton  Gas  Co. — stock  rights  full  paid  40,500.00 

Total $638,195.00 

Bills  Receivable. 
Notes  given  by  Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Co.  to  sundry 

parties $25,000.00 

Note  given  by  Vineland  Gas  Co.  to  N.  J.  Sub.  G.  Co 3,604.31 

Note  given  by  Lewisburg  Gas  Co.  to  U.  Ry.  S.  Co 4,066.43 

Note  given  by  Washington  Gas  Co.  to  U.  Ry.  S.  Co 3,853.42 

$36,513.16 

Accounts  receivable  from  East.  Greenwich  Gas  Co 13,083.12 

"             «     Elmer   Gas   Co 8,116.45 

u  MM     x^aurel  Springs,  Magnolia,  &  Clem- 

enton  Gas'Co 40,268.53 

«  "  "     Pitman,  Glassboro,  ft  Clayton  Gas 

Co • 131,502.87 

••             **     Vineland  Gas  Co 31,784.20 

«                «            «     Williamstown  Gas  Co 1,640.08 

Orgunizaiion  EcDpenaes. 
For  organization  expenses  by  N.  J.  Suburban  Gas  Co.  incident 
to  the  perfecting  of  the  franchises,  etc.  of  the  Elmer  Gas  Co., 
East  Greenwich  Gas  Co.,  Laurel  Springs,  Magnolia,  ft  Clem- 
enton  Gas  Co.,  Pitman,  Clayton,  ft  Glassboro  Gas  Co.,  Vine* 
land  Gas  Co.,  and  Williamstown  Gas  Co.,  now,  or  to  be, 

merged  into  tiiis  company  $42,138.68 

Equipment:    4  automobiles  and  one  fire  proof  safe 4,967.22 

Cash  on  deposit  5,427.69 

General  Manager's  fund    498.74 

Construction  contract  of  Eastern  Light  &  Fuel  Co.  with  N.  J. 
Suburban  Gas  Co.  dated  June  21,  1910,  for  labor  and  ma- 
terial, duly  assigned  to  New  Jersey  Consolidated  Gas  Co. 
Contract  price 183,826.50 

Total  assets  acquired  from  N.  J.  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  $1,137,962.24 

The  following  itemfl  taken  from  the  above  are  specially  noted : 

1.  East  Greenwich  Gas  Co. — stock — 100  shares  at  par  $25 $2,500 

2.  Elmer  Gas  Co.— stock— 200  shares  at  $25  5,000 

3.  Pitman,  Glassboro,  ft  Clayton  Gas  Co. — stock — 4,380  shares  at 

par  $25  100,500 

4.  Vineland  Light  ft  Power  Co. — stock — 

600  shares  at  par  $100    $60>000 

Less    570        "      "     "     100  turned  in    12/2/13   57,000 

30        *      «     "     100    3,000 

6.  Vineland    Light    ft    Power    Co.    first    mtg.    5%    bonds 

$58,000  at  par $58,000 

Less  $47,000  in  bonds  turned  in  12/2/13 47,000 

11,000 
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6.  Vineland  Gas  Go. — stock— 500  shares  at  par  $25 12,500 

7.  Pitman,  Clayton,  &,  Glassboro  Gas  Co. — stock  rights  full  paid  . .       40,500 

The  total  of  these  items  amounts  to $184,000 

The  Elmer  Gas  Company,  the  East  Greenwich  Gas  Company, 
the  Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Company,  and  the  Vine- 
land  Gas  Company,  were  either  already  consolidated,  or  were  lat- 
er consolidated  with  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  and,  in  con- 
nection with  the  consolidations,  the  amount  of  stock  issued  by 
the  consolidated  company  in  each  case  was  the  sum  of  the  stocks 
of  the  subsidiary  companies. 

It  was  clearly  improper  to  issue  stock  twice  for  the  same  pur- 
pose. 

The  Elmer  Gas  Company  was  consolidated  with  the  New 
Jersey  Gas  Company  on  July  2,  1910.  Stock  was  issued  at 
that  time  in  exchange  for  the  stock  of  the  Elmer  Gas  Company. 

The  same  is  true  of  the  Vineland  Gas  Company,  and,  in  this 
issue,  as  the  stocks  of  these  companies  were  purchased  by  the 
New  Jersey  Gas  Company  on  this  same  date  (July  2,  1910), 
through  the  issuance  of  additional  stocks  and  bonds,  there  should 
have  been  returned  to  the  treasury  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Com- 
pany its  own  stock  representing  the  Vineland  and  Elmer  Com- 
panies. 

The  same  thing  applies  in  connection  with  the  consolidation 
which  brought  in  the  Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Com- 
pany. This  consolidation  took  place  on  November  10,  1910, 
although  on  July  2,  1910,  stock  was  issued  by  the  New  Jersey 
Gas  Company  to  be  used  in  purchasing  the  stock  of  the  Pitman, 
Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Company.  The  result,  on  November 
10,  1910,  should  have  been  to  have  brought  back  into  the  treas- 
ury of  the  company  its  own  stock  to  the  extent  of  $109,500. 

In  addition  to  this  transaction  on  July  2,  1910,  the  New  Jer- 
sey Gas  Company  issued  its  own  securities  to  purchase  the  un- 
exercised stock  rights  of  the  Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas 
Company  amounting  to  $40,600. 

Securities  were  also  issued  on  July  2,  1910,  as  per  above  jour- 
nal entry,  to  purchase  $60,000  par  value  of  capital  stock  and 
$58,000  par  value  of  bonds  of  the  Vineland  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany;  $3,000  of  this  stock  and  $11,000  of  these  bonds  have  never 
been  delivered  to  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  the  latter  car- 
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rying  on  its  books  an  account  receivable  from  the  New  Jersey 
Consolidated  Gas  Company,  amounting  to  $54,500,  which  is  the 
sum  of  the  par  value  of  the  stock  and  bonds  of  the  Vineland 
Light  &  Power  Company,  and  the  $40,500  stock  rights  of  the 
Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Company  referred  to  above. 

It  is  somewhat  doubtful  whether  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company 
ever  expects  to  receive  the  $54,500  of  stocks  and  bonds  from  the 
New  Jersey  Consolidated  Gas  Company,  inasmuch  as  it  set  up 
on  its  books  as  of  December  31,  1910,  a  reserve  against  which 
to  write  off  such  of  the  assets  purchased  in  the  bill  of  sale  of 
July  2,  1910,  as  had  not  yet  been  delivered  to  it  at  the  close  of 
tiiat  year,  including  the  $54,500,  as  stated  in  the  journal  entry 
creating  the  reserve. 

The  total  amount  of  this  reserve  was  $316,088.12,  which  was 
intended  to  cover,  in  addition  to  the  $54,500,  the  following  items: 

S2,500.00  par  value  capital  stock  of  the  East  Greenwich  Gas  Company. 

5,000.00    "        "  "  "      of  the  Elmer  Gas  Co. 

12,500.00    "        "  «  «      of  the  Vineland  Gas  Co. 

109.500.00    ««•«'"      of  the  Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Co. 
15,000.00  premium  paid  for  the  latter  stock,  and 
13,083.12  of  accounts  receivable  from  the  East  Greenwich  Gas  Company. 

The  sum  of  all  these  items,  less  $18,673.34,  as  explained  below, 
was  written  off  against  this  reserve,  and  it  would,  therefore,  seem 
not  improbable  that  the  remaining  $54,500  will  also  be  similarly 
disposed  of. 

By  setting  up  this  reserve  of  $316,083.12,  a  reduction  by  this 
amount  was  made  in  the  company's  surplus,  which,  however, 
was  more  than  offset  by  the  increase  a  month  earlier  as  per  the 
following  journal  entry :  .-««  ' 

Dr.  ""     Or.     ' 

Franchise $469,000  

To  profit  and  loss $469,000 

"Increased  value  of  the  company's  property  through  consolidation,  duly 
authorized  by  the  Board  of  Directors  at  a  special  meeting  held  November  23, 
1910." 

If  this  increase  in  surplus  had  not  been  made,  the  setting  up 
of  the  above  reserve  would  have  resulted  in  a  deficit,  and  it  would, 
therefore,  seem  not  improbable  that  the  underlying  purpose  of 
the  above  entry  was  to  cover  up  any  loss  which  the  company  might 
sustain  from  not  receiving  certain  assets  covered  by  the  bill  of 
sale  of  July  2,  1910. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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As  stated  above,  the  result  of  issuing  securities  by  the  New 
Jersey  Gas  Company  for  the  purchase  of  the  stocks  of  underly- 
ing companies,  which  stocks  had  already  been  or  were  subse- 
quently converted  into  the  stock  of  the  consolidated  company, 
•should  have  been  to  bring  into  the  latter's  treasury  its  own  stock 
to  the  par  value  of  $129,500,  and,  as  shown  by  the  books,  this 
actually  took  place.  A  year  later,  however,  this  amount  of  treas- 
ury stock  was  given  to  the  Eastern  Light  &  Fuel  Company,  an 
affiliated  corporation,  in  payment  of  a  current  loan  from  the  lat- 
ter amounting  to  $18,673.34,  which  was  equivalent  to  issuing  the 
stock  at  85.58  per  cent  below  its  par  value.  It  would,  therefore, 
appear  that  $129,500  of  the  company's  reported  outstanding 
capital  stock  has  never  legally  been  issued,  since  the  statute  of 
1906  specifies  that  capital  stock  shall  be  issued  only  for  cash  or 
property  having  a  value  at  least  equivalent  to  the  par  value  of 
the  stock,  and  also  for  the  reason  that  the  sale  and  delivery  were 
made  without  the  approval  of  this  Board. 

This  $129,500  par  value  of  stock  is  the  sum  of  several  items, 
above  mentioned,  covered  by  the  reserve  for  contingencies  of 
$316,083.12,  and  against  this  reserve  was  written  off  the  differ- 
ence of  $110,826.66,  between  the  par  value  of  the  stock  and  the 
actual  consideration  of  $18,673.34  received  therefor. 

Against  this  reserve  was  also  written  off  the  $13,083.12,  in- 
debtedness of  the  East  Greenwich  Gas  Company  to  the  New 
Jersey  Consolidated  Gas  Company,  purchased  from  the  latter 
by  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  in  the  bill  of  sale  of  July  2, 
1910,  which  indebtedness  it  was  later  found  did  not  exist.  This 
item,  therefore,  represents  an  amount  of  securities  issued  for 
which  no  consideration  whatever  was  received,  and  hence  steps 
ought  to  be  taken  to  have  this  amount  returned  to  the  treasury  of 
the  company. 

Another  fact  which  should  be  noted  is  that  amongst  the  assets 
purchased  on  July  2,  1910,  are  the  following  items: 

Lewisburg  Gas  Co/b  stock — 1,491  shares  par  $50  at  $15 $22,365 

Marietta  &  Elizabethtown  Gas  Ck>.  8tock--802  shares  par  $26  at  $10      8,020 

Total    $30,385 

—-which  represent  the  value  of  securities  issued  for  the  purchase 
of  the  stocks  of  these  two  gas  companies  which,  are  located  in 
Pennsylvania,  and  which  are  not  in  any  way  related  to  the  com- 
panies doing  business  in  New  Jersey.     It  is  suggested  that  the 
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purchase  by  one  gas  company  of  the  securities  of  a  gas  company 
located  in  another  state^  at  a  location  entirely  remote  from 
the  location  of  the  purchasing  company,  is  a  proceeding  which  is, 
in  any  case,  not  to  be  approved  by  the  Commission. 

Both  of  the  above  securities,  together  with  a  note  of  the  first- 
named  company  for  $4,055.43,  and  one  given  by  the  Washing- 
ton Gas  Company  to  the  Union  Railway  Supply  Company  for 
$3,853.42,  and  also  the  $3,610  par  value  capital  stock  of  the 
Hanimonton  &  Egg  Harbor  City  Gas  Company,  a  New  Jersey 
oorporation,  all  of  which  items,  as  shown  above,  were  included  in 
the  bill  of  sale  of  July  2,  1910,  aggregating  $41,903.85,  were 
given  to  the  Eastern  Light  &  Fuel  Company  during  1912  in 
liquidation  of  floating  debts  amounting  to  $29,540,  thus  result- 
ing in  a  loss  of  $12,363.85,  of  which  $853.42  was  written  off 
against  the  reserve  for  contingencies,  and  the  balance  charged 
directly  to  surplus. 

In  the  following  table  are  shown  all  the  various  issues  of  stocks 
and  bonds  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  and  of  its  constitu- 
ent companies.  This  appears  in  the  testimony  as  exhibit  C-84  of 
November  26,  1913,  pages  24,  25. 

TABLE  L 
Issues  of  Stocks  and  Bonds. 


Stock 

Bonds 

Date 

Amt. 

Total 

Date 

Amt. 

Total 

U  8.  M.  AC.Oas  Oo 

12-22-09 
9-80-07 
6-21-10 
•Assets 

17.026 

6.000 

6.000 

N.J.  Con 

•17,626 
soUdated 

12-22-09 
4-80-O9 

Gas  Go. 

$100,000* 
80.000* 

WiUiamgtowD  "     *'  

Woodbury  Ufia.  Oas  Go 

$180,000 

A— N.  J.  Gas  Co..... 

6-28-10 
10-1-07 
7  -1-10 

117,626 
6,000 
12.500 

917,625 

1st  Oonso 
10-80-09 

lidation 
85.000 

idation 

900.000* 

J.  Con. 

12.000 

idation 

900,000 

100,000 

22.000 

20.000 

8,000 

X80.000 

Rimer  Gm  Oo  ................. 

Bernded 

YiDeland  Gas  Co 

B— N.  J.  Gas  Co 

7-2-10 
6-21-10 
•Issued 
9-29-09 

86.125 

417,900* 

In  purch 

2.600 

86,126 

468.026 

asing  ass 

2d  Consol 

ets  of  N. 
9-29-09 

166,000 

985.100 

Sast  Greenwich  Gas  Go 

Gas  Co. 

O— N.  J.  Gas  Co 

&-8-10 

12-ia-06 
2-26-09 

456.626 
7.600) 

466.626 
109,500 

8d  consol 
S-8-10 

10-28-06 
1-8-07 
1-22-07 

947.000 

F.G.AO.G.0O 

••            4«           <•             •« 

IX-N.J.GasCo 

8-«-10 
6-18-11 

666.026 

14.700 

(25,000) 

679,725 
Merger 

8-9-10 
6-18-11 

900,000 

97.000 

(28.000) 

1,097,000 
1,194.000 

Swedesboro  Gas  Co 

Merger 

£— N.J.  Gas  Co 

11-21-11 
1-912 

579,725 

579,726 
22,100 
80.000 

8.000 

601.825 

11-21-11 
10  -3-11 
10-10-11 
1-9-12 

997,000 
197,000 
66,000 
65.000 
29.700 

1,194.000 

1,260,000 

•♦       ••    •• 

1.825.000 

^esMBgrove .*.... 

Bridgeport 

Merger 

F— N.  J.  Gas  Co 

3-23-12 
1-14-13 

600 

601.825 
602,425 

1-14-18 

48.000 

1.325.000 

1.873.000 
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In  making  any  fair  comparison  between  the  present  outstand- 
ing capitalization  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  and  the 
total  value  of  its  property  devoted  to  gas  operations,  proper  allow- 
ance should  be  made  for  the  following  items,  the  sum  of  which 
must  be  regarded  as  constituting  an  amount  of  secuHties  issued 
in  excess  of  the  actual  cost  or  value  of  the  total  property  acquired 
through  the  issue  of  stock  and  bonds: 

TABLE  II. 
Stocks  and  bonds  of  certain  companies  referred  to  above,  pur- 
chased through  the  issuance  of  securities,  but  never  turned 

over  to  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company    $  54,500.00 

Discount  on  $129,500  par  value  of  treasury  stock  sold  to  East- 
ern  Light  &   Fuel   Co.   in   Uquidation   of   a   floating   debt 

amounting   to   $18,673.34   referred   to   above    110,826.66 

Discount  on  $1,211,000,  par  value  of  bonds  issued  at  80%  of  par 

value— 20%  on  $1,211,000    242,200.00 

Premiums  paid  for  stocks  and  bonds  of  constituent  companies: 

East  Greenwich  Gas  Co $      700 

Elmer  Gas  Co 1,750 

Laurel  Springs,  Magnolia,  &,  Clementon  Gas  Co 2,250 

Pitman,  Glassboro,  &  Clayton  Gas  Co 15,000 

Williamstown  Gas  Company  1,500 

21,200.00 

Loss  on  securities  of  independent  companies  explained  above  . . .       12,363.85 
Indebtedness  of  the  East  Greenwich  Gas  Co.,  found  later  not  to 

exist,  above  referred  to    13,083.12 

$454,173.63 

The  total  outstanding  capitalization  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas 
Company  on  July  1,  1913,  as  shown  by  the  preceding  table, 
was  $1,975,425,  and  reducing  this  by  the  sum  of  the  above 
items,  $454,173.63,  leaves  $1,521,251.37  as  the  amoimt  which 
the  actual  cash  investment  in  the  property  does  not  exceed,  and, 
if  the  proper  records  of  the  underlying  companies  were  avail- 
able, it  would  probably  be  found  that  even  this  figure  was  too 
high,  inasmuch  as  at  least  part  of  the  securities  of  those  com- 
panies were  not  unlikely  disposed  of  originally  for  a  considera- 
tion less  than  their  par  value. 

Vaiuaiion. 

The  valuation  of  the  property  was  based  upon  an  inventory 
which  was  prepared  by  the  engineers  of  the  Commission,  in  co- 
operation with  the  engineers  of  the  company.  On  this  account, 
there  is  no  dispute  with  regard  to  the  property  of  the  company 
in  existence  at  the  time  of  the  valuation,  which  was  July  1,  1913, 

with  the  exception  of  the  house  services  referred  to  hereafter. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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This  date  was  taken  as  of  the  middle  of  the  year,  in  order  to 
properly  set  off  against  it  the  earnings  for  the  calendar  year. 
All  property  was  classified  in  accordance  with  the  standard  classi- 
fication of  accounts  of  the  Board,  a  copy  of  which  was  submitted 
in  evidence. 

Land — Account  No.  101. — Testimony  as  to  land  values  was 
sabmitted  by  George  W.  Jessup  for  the  Oonunission;  Joseph  R. 
Helm  and  Harold  C.  Headley,  Louis  E.  Taylor,  and  William  A. 
Downer  for  the  complainants ;  also  by  Howard  Iszard,  Alexander 
H.  Taylor,  and  Henry  W.  Eidgway  for  the  respondent 

Some  other  information  was  available  with  r^ard  to  land 
values  in  the  appraisals  made  of  the  Swedesboro,  Pennsgrove, 
and  Bridgeport  properties  by  Mr.  Betts  for  the  Commission, 
and  Benjamin  Van  Schaick  for  the  company,  these  appraisals 
having  been  made  in  1911. 

A  statement  was  also  submitted  by  the  company  purporting  to 
be  based  on  the  actual  cost  of  the  land  to  the  company  so  far  as 
the  company  was  able  to  ascertain  it.    This  is  foimd  in  exhibit 
C-1  of  September  23,  1913. 
Glassboro. 

McMillan  &  Wood  (report  May  1,  1913)  $3,600.  On  basis 
of  3.54  acres. 

The  tract  itself  contained  4.648  acres  and  on  the  above  basis 
the  valuation  would  be  $4,930. 

George  W.  Jessup  in  his  letter  presented  before  the  hearing 
named  a  valuation  of  $6,500.  In  his  testimony  he  stated  that  the 
value  would  range  between  $2,000  and  $1,400  per  acre.  On 
cross-examination  he  contended  that  $1,500  per  acre  was  a  fair 
price  for  the  land.  This  would  give  as  a  value  $6,972,  to  which 
mnst  be  added  the  cost  of  grading,  fencing,  and  other  items  $6,- 
972. 

Z?r.  Howard  Iszwrd  valued  the  land  at  $8,000  per  acre.  At 
this  rate  Dr.  Iszard's  valuation  would  be  $18,944,  which  included 
the  cost  of  improvements  to  the  land  which  he  roughly  estimated 
at  $2,000.  The  land,  then,  without  the  improvements,  would  be 
valued  at  $11,950. 

Joseph  R.  Helm,  a  tax  assessor,  estimated  the  value  for  assess- 
ment purposes  on  the  basis  of  4  acres,  the  total  estimate  for 
assessment  being  $3,Q00. 
P.U.K.1916C.  12 
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William  A.  Downer  also  an  assessor,  estimated  tlie  value  of 
the  land  at  from  $1,000  to  $1,200  per  acre.  This  would  give  a 
valuation  to  the  land  of  from  $4,648  to  $5,677. 

(7.  W.  Hoy,  for  the  company,  in  exhibit  0-1  of  September  23, 
placed  the  value  of  the  land  at  $16,624.  It  appears  that  this 
figure  was  made  up  in  the  following  manner :  The  land  was  pur- 
chased in  several  parcels,  one  of  which  was  purchased  before 
Mr.  Hoy  became  connected  with  the  company.  Some  search 
was  made  by  him  of  the  available  information  which  led 
to  certain  conclusions  as  to  the  cost  of  the  first  piece  of  land; 
to  this  was  added  the  actual  cost  of  the  other  sections,  and,  in 
turn,  was  added  the  cost  of  the  grading,  shrubbery,  cement  side- 
walk, and  other  improvements.  The  figure  of  $16,624  was  ar- 
rived at  in  this  way. 

Owing  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hoy  did  not  testify,  the  details  mak- 
ing up  his  total  are  not  available. 

We  have  estimated  the  cost  of  the  grading,  sidewalk,  shrubbery, 
etc.,  at  $2,240.  Deducting  this  from  Mr.  Hoy's  total  gives  us  a 
figure  for  the  land  of  $14,384. 

We  accept  the  figure  of  $7,000. 
Vineland. 

McMillan  &  Wood,  $1,600 ;  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  $3,- 
500;  A.  M.  Taylor,  $3,600;  George  W,  Jessup,  $2,500;  Louis  E. 
Taylor,  $2,700. 

We  accept  the  figure  of  $2,700. 
Swedesboro, 

There  were  two  parcels,  one  occupied  by  the  gas  works  outside 
of  the  limits  of  the  borough  on  the  south,  the  other  occupied  by  an 
office  building  in  Swedesboro. 

Mr.  Eidgeway  stated  that  the  land  occupied  by  the  gas  works 
cost  originally  $300,  but  was  now  assessed  at  $1,000. 

Neither  Mr.  Jessup  nor  Mr.  Wood  nor  Mr.  Betts  was  informed 
as  to  the  ownership  of  the  oflSce  building  plot  in  the  borough. 
There  seems  to  be  a  uniformity  of  opinion  that  the  office  building 
plot  was  worth  about  $300. 

The  estimates  of  value  of  the  plot  occupied  by  the  manufactur- 
ing plant  are  as  follows: 

H.  W.  Ridgway,  $1,000;  George  W.  Jessup,  $150;  McMillan 
&  Wood,  $600 ;  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  $1,000. 

The  figures  presented  in  this  case  vary  widely. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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An  allowance  of  $600  for  the  land  at  the  plant  and  $300  for 
the  land  at  the  office  huilding,  giving  a  total  of  $900,  appears  to 
he  proper. 
Pennsgrove. 

McMillan  &  Wood  (in  their  report  of  May  11th),  $300 ;  New 
Jersey  Gas  Company  (in  Ex.  Ol  September  23,  1913),  $2,200; 
Greorge  W.  Jessup,  $625;  P.  Betts  (in  his  estimate  made  in 
1911),  $600;  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  (by  Mr.  B.  L.  Van 
Schaick  in  1911),  $1,500. 

This  estimate,  however,  included  the  fencing.  The  estimated 
cost  of  the  fence  was  $369.23. 

This  estimate  must  be  deducted  from  the  estimate  of  $1,500  in 
order  to  make  a  proper  comparison,  $1,130. 

In  view  of  all  the  facts  developed  a  fair  value  for  this  land 
appears  to  be  $750,  which  is  at  the  rate  of  $150  per  lot  for  five 
lots. 
Woodbury  Heights. 

Xew  Jersey  Gas  Company,  $800 ;  George  W.  Jessnp,  $800. 

Definite  information  was  available  regarding  the  lots  in  Wood- 
bury Heights,  and  the  figure  of  $800  is  therefore  accepted. 
Bridgeport. 

Xew  Jersey  Gas  Company,  $450 ;  N.  J.  Gas  Co.  in  1911,  esti- 
mate of  B.  L.  Van  Schaick,  $100 ;  George  W.  Jessup,  $300. 

This  land  is  peculiarly  situated,  and  under  certain  conditions 
might  have  a  special  value  for  purposes  requiring  a  railroad  sid- 
ing.   We  therefore  accept  the  figure  of  $300. 

Summary  of  allowances  for  land  is  as  follows: 

Glassboro    $7,000 

Vineland   2,700 

Swedesboro 900 

PcnnsgTove   750 

Woodburv  Heights  800 

Bridgeport    , 300 

Total  for  all  land  $12,450 

To  this  must  be  added  the  deductions  made  on  account  of  im- 
provements in  Glassboro  which  we  have  estimated  at  about  $2,- 
240,  giving  a  total  investment  for  land  and  improvements  not  in- 
eluded  in  other  parts  of  the  appraisal  of  $14,690. 

[1]  There  has  been  some  discussion  as  to  the  propriety  of  con- 
sidering overhead  charges  in  connection  with  land.  It  is  not 
contended  that  the  overhead  charges  in  any  way  increase  the 
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value  of  the  land,  but  there  is  no  question  that  there  are  certain 
overhead  charges  incurred  in  connection  with  the  purchase  and 
holding  of  the  land  until  such  time*  as  the  gas  manufacturing 
plants  can  be  put  into  operation. 

The  allowance  for  overhead  charges  given  in  the  testimony  of 
the  engineer  of  the  Board  appears  to  be  based  on  consistent  and 
logical  determination,  and  on  this  account  an  allowance  for  over- 
head charges  in  connection  with  land  is  allowed.  20%  on  $12,- 
450=$2,490. 

Total  allowance  for  land,  and  overhead  charges  connected 
therewith— $17,180. 

Physical  Property  Other  than  Land. 

[2]  To  the  items  of  property  in  the  inventory  prepared  by  the 
Board's  engineer,  unit  prices  were  applied  which  were  made  up 
largely  from  information  obtained  from  manufacturers  of  various 
classes  of  plant  \  and  using  a  schedule  of  rates  of  wages  obtained 
from  builders  in  the  various  localities  served  by  this  company. 

The  full  details  of  the  appraisal  were  presented  at  the  hear- 
ings, and  the  various  engineers  engaged  on  the  work  were  cross- 
examined  as  to  the  methods  employed. 

The  cost  to  reproduce  the  property  new,  and  present  value, 
omitting  organization  and  franchises,  but  including  land  at  the 
valuation  adopted  above,  is  as  follows: 

TABLE  IIL 


Account 

Cost  to 
Reproduce 

Present 
Value 

101   Land 

$     17.180.00 

17,937.96 

18.226.72 

65.184.26 

12,377.65 

11.482.00 

182.001.20 

15,608.60 

6,984.00 

40,704.00 

28,552.31 

38.364.00 

275.972.00 

211,805.00 

196,018.26 

75,628.17 

6.011.79 

15.246.70 

2,626.97 

428.32 

1     17,180.00 

106   General  structnres -» 

17,987  96 

107    General  equipment 

17.315.38 

108    Works  and  station  structures 

62.862.11 

108    Minor  structures 

12.214.01 

108   Tanks  and  wells  . : 

10.880.00 

109    Holders 

117.603.00 

110   Boilers  and  furnaces. 

13,572.00 

114    Benches  and  retorts 

2.955  00 

116   Water  gas  sets 

35.641.00 

116    Purification  apparatus 

20,607.00 

117   Accessory  equipment 

83,621.00 

llSATransmlsBlon  mains 

255.622.00 

118B  Distribution  mains 

178,585.00 

119    Services 

176.281.90 

120   Meters 

60  55513 

121    Meter  Installation 

5.011.79 

122    Street  lighting  fixtures * 

14,393.71 

124    Gas  tools  and  Implements , 

2.496.62 

125    Laboratory  equipment 

406.90 

152   Materials  and  supplies , 

$1,182,178.91 
46.915.36 

tl.a54,490.51 
42,888  82 

Sl,229.094.27 

$1,097,879.38 
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Below  is  a  summary  showing  the  net  cost  with  the  additions 
for  overhead  charges,  these  additions  having  been  made  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  schedule  for  overhead  charges  worked  out  by 
the  engineer  of  the  Commission. 


TABLE  IV. 


Account 

Net  cost 

% 

Percentage* 
Additions 

Cost  to 
Reproduce 

101    Land 

$     14.690.00 

18.287.83 

17.358.78 

48.247.60 

9,094.52 

8,505.18 

110,001.00 

13.003.00 

5.820.00 

88.920.00 

19,626.92 

81,970.00 

228.459.00 

192.550.00 

186,684.06 

75,523.17 

5,011.79 

15.246.70 

2.501.87 

428.82 

20 
85 
5 
86 
35 
85 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
28 
10 
5 
0 
0 
0 
5 
0 

$    2,490.00 

4.650.68 

867.94 

16.8«6.66 

8,283.18 

2,976.82 

22,000.20 

2.600.60 

1,164.00 

6.784.00 

8.925.39 

6.894.00 

52.513.00 

19.255.00 

9.884.20 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

125.10 

0.00 

$    17.180.00 

306    General  stmctares 

17.937.96 

107     General  equipment 

18.226.72 

lOA    Works  and  station  structures 

106     Minor  structures 

65.184.26 
12.377.66 

108    Tanks  and  weUs 

11,482.00 

109     Holders 

182,001.20 

110    Boilers,   furnaces , 

15,603.60 

114     Benches  and  retorts 

6.984.00 

115    Water  gas  sets 

40.704.00 

116    Parlfication  Apparatus 

28.552.31 

117    Accessory  equipment 

88.864.00 

USA  Transmission  mains 

276,972.00 

IISB  Distribution  mains 

211,805.00 

119     Service 

••196,018.26 

120    Meters 

72,623.17 

121     Meter  Installation 

5,011.79 

122    Street  ligbtinff  fixtures 

16,245.70 

12M    Gas  tools,  implements 

2,626.97 

l^     L&boratory  pquipmpnt  .-.,,,.,.,,,.. 

428.32 

Totals 

$1,026,928.24 

0 

«56.251.67 

$1,182,178.91 

Katio  of  percentage  addition  to  net  cost,  modified  as  shown  in  note  below, 
iB  15.117c. 

*  Net  cost  obtained  by  dividing  cost  to  reproduce  by  $1.00  plus  overhead 
charges. 

**  Cost  to  reproduce  of  this  account  was  estimated  from  company's  ex- 
perience for  last  two  and  one-half  years,  the  book  figures  including  overhead 
charges,  which  are  estimated  to  have  been  about  6  per  cent. 

Kote. — Accounts  Nos.  109  to  117,  inclusive,  are  not  net  costs,  but  include 
a  contractor's  profit. 

It  will  be  noted  that  these  allowances  range  from  0  per  cent 
up  as  high  as  35  per  cent,  and  at  first  glance  it  may  appear  that 
the  allowances  are  excessive,  but  when  it  is  noted  that  the  average 
percentage  addition  to  the  net  cost  of  physical  plant  amounts  to 
15.11  per  cent  it  will  be  recognized  that  the  allowance  bears  a 
fair  comparison  with  allowances  made  for  similar  purposes  in 
other  cases. 

In  comparison  with  this  allowance  of  15.11  per  cent  the  follow- 
ing table  is  interesting : 

Per  cent. 
Chicago  city  railways,  by  the  Traction  Valuation  Commission,  1906 

(including  brokerage)    21.7 

Columbus  (Ohio)   Railway  &  Light  Company   (Elec.)   by  U.  S.  circuit 

court,  report  of  special  master,  1906    9.8 

Minnesota  R.,  appraisal  by  Minnesota  R.  ft  Warehouse  Commission, 

1908    17.7 
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Per  cent. 

Northern  Pacific  Railway,  by  Washington  R.  Commission,  1908    5.8 

Lincoln  (Neb.)  Gas  &  Elec.  Light  Co.  (gas)  by  U.  S.  Court,  182  Fed. 

926,  223  U.  S.  349,  359,  56  L.  ed.  466,  470,  32  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  271,  1909  7.7 
Chicago  Consolidated  Traction  Company,  by  B.  J.  Arnold  and  George 

W^eston,   1910    20.4 

Puget  Sound  Elec.  Ry.,  by  Washington  R.  Comm.  1910 15.7 

So.   Dakota  R.  appraisal  by  the  Board  of  R.   Commissioners  of  So. 

Dakota,  1910 13.7 

Consolidated  Gas  Co.  of  Long  Branch,  by  the  Board  of  Public  Utility 

Commissioners    (N.   J. )    1911    .• 12.0 

•Kings  County  Lighting  Company  (gas)   by  New  York  Public  Service 

Commission,  First  District,  1911  27.1 

•Queensboro  Gas  &  Elec.  Co.,  by  N.  Y.  Pub.  Serv.  Commission,  First 

District,  1911   31.3 

Peoples  Gas  Lt.  &  Coke  Co.,  by  W.  J.  Hagenah,  1911    17.0 

Peoples  Gas  Lt.  &  Coke  Co.,  by  Edw.  W.  Bemis,  1911   17.0 

Union  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co.    (St.  Louis)    by  St.  Louis  Public 

Service  Commission,  1911 10.8 

Chicago  Elevated  Railways  (city  valuation) ,  1912 18.0 

Consolidated  Gas,  Electric  Light,  &  Power  Company  of  Baltimore,  by 

the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,  1912    '.    29.5 

Public  Service  Gas  Company  (Passaic  Division)  by  the  Board  of  Pub- 
lic Utility   Commissioners    (N.  J.)    1912    17.6 

'Includes  an  allowance  for  development  of  the  business. 

The  Commission  adopts  as  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  of  the 
physical  property,  including  land,  as  of  July  1,  1913,  $1,229,- 
094.27,  and  for  the  present  value  of  the  same  property  $1,097,- 
379.33. 

Property  Used  and  Useful. 

[3]  As  already  stated  in  this  report,  the  New  Jersey  Gas 
Company  was  formed  in  the  year  1910  by  consolidation  of  a 
number  of  other  companies,  the  majority  of  which  had  then  been 
in  existence  but  a  short  time.  It  will  thus  be  readily  seen  that 
the  larger  part  of  the  property  under  consideration  is  compara- 
tively new. 

In  connection  with  a  newly  developed  enterprise,  it  would  be 
absurd  to  attempt  ordinarily  to  put  into  effect  a  system  of  rates 
which  would  produce  a  net  profit  during  the  early  period  of  a 
company's  existence.  A  plant  is  usually  designed  with  a  view  to 
supplying  a  certain  territory.  New  customers  are  taken  on  in 
some  cases  fairly  rapidly;  in  other  cases  the  growth  is  not  so 
rapid. 

Allowing  for  the  immediate  future  growth  in  business,  is  the 
existing  plant  of  the  company  larger  than  is  reasonably  required  ? 

This  is  a  difficult  question  to  answer.    The  system  of  the  Xew 

Jersey  Gas  Company  is  very  largely  a  high-pressure  system. 

Many  more  customers  may  be  served  by  increasing  the  transmis- 
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sion  pressure.  To  what  extent  the  pressure  may  be  increased  has 
not  been  determined,  a&  the  distribution  of  gas  at  high  pressure 
is  a  recent  development,  and  experience  is  not  available  concern- 
ing its  limitations. 

Another  matter  which  must  be  considered  is  the  growth  in 
territory.  Taking  our  information  from  the  United  States  cen- 
eosy  and  making  certain  deductions  for  population  probably  not 
served,  we  have  for  the  year  1890  a  population  of  38,195. 

For  the  yfear  1900  a  populatign  of  43,860. 

For  the  year  1910  a  population  of  51,911. 

The  maximum  day's  sendout  and  the  naaximum  hour's  send- 
out  appear  to  have  been  somewhat  as  follows: 


.         TABLE  V. 

Date 

Mftzlmimi 

Day's  Sendout 

Corrected 

Aimnal  Sales 
in  M.  CO.  ft. 

Ratio 

Annual  Sendout  to 

Maximum  Day 

Ratio 

Annual Sendout  to 

Maximum  Hours 

1912 
1913 

882.000 
7«7.M1 

121.526 
194.905 

141.0 
176.0 

1,410 
1,760 

We  estimate  that  the  capacity  per  day  of  twenty-four  hours  of 
each  of  the  various  parts  of  the  manufacturing  plants  owned  by 
the  company  is: 

TABLE  VL 
Generating:  Cubic  Feet 

Carbiur^ed  water  gas  set,  no  reserve 

Olassboro 2,200,000 

Oarlmreted  water  gas  set,  no  reserve 

Swedesboro    126,000 

Carbureted  water  gas  set,  no  reserve 

Pennsgrove    100,000 

Carbureted  water  gas  set,  no  reserve 

Vineland    100,000 

Retort  Benches  reserve  against  carbureted  water  gas 

set    (Vineland)     000,000 


Total  Generating  Capacity  

Condensers : 

•     Glassboro 1,500,000 

Swedesboro    125,000 

Pennsgrove    000,000 

Vineland    000,000 


Total  Condenser  Capacity 

Scrubbers  and  Washers: 

Glassboro 1,600,000 

Swedesboro    125,000 

Pennsgrove    100,000 

Vineland    100,000 


2,525,000 


1,625,000 


Total  Scrubbers  and  Washers 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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TABLE  yi.—Coniinued. 
Purifiers: 

Glassboro 1,500,000 

Swedesboro    125,000 

Pennsgrove    100,000 

Vineland    100,000 


Total  Purifier  Capacity  

Holders: 

Glasaboro,  on  basis  of  storage  for  70%  of  sendout  on 

maximum  day    1,545,000 

Swedesboro,  ditto  75%   33,000 

Pennsgrove,      "      75%   27,000 

Vineland,  **      75%   63,000 


1,825,000 


Total  Holder  Capacity 1,658,000 

We  estimate  that  the  population,  the  annual  sales  in  M.  cu. 
ft.,  the  maximum  day^s  sendout,  and  the  maximum  hour's  send- 
out  in  the  years  1914,  1917,  and  1920  ^ill  be  as  shown  in  the 
following  table: 

TABLE  VII. 


Year 

Population 

of  territory 

served 

Annual  Sales 
in  M.  cu.  ft. 

Maximum  Day's 
Sendout  in 
M.  cu.  ft. 

Maidmum's  Hour's 

Sendout  in 

M.  cu.  ft. 

1914 
1917 
1920 

65.180 
67.i>80 
60,000 

146.950 
177,345 
210,000 

811 

928 

1.050 

8M 
92.8 
105.0 

As  shown  by  this  table  the  estimated  maximum  day  in  1917 
will  be  928,000  cu.  ft.  and  in  1920,  1,050,000  cu.  ft.,  while  the 
generating  capacity  of  the  Glassboro  plant  is  2,200,000  cu.  ft., 
and  the  holder  capacity  and  purification  is  sufficient  for  a  maxi- 
mum day's  sendout  of  1,545,000  cu.  ft.  This  indicates  that 
the  capacity  of  the  Glassboro  plant  is  in  excess  of  the  require- 
ments of  this  company  in  the  near  future.  The  holder  capacity 
is  sufficient  for  a  sendout  of  450,000  cu.  ft.,  in  excess  of  probable 
requirements.  On  the  basis  employed  this  is  equivalent  to  an 
actual  storage  capacity  of  300,000  cu.  ft.,  and  a  700,000  cu.  ft. 
holder  at  Glassboro  will  be  ample  for  the  anticipated  require- 
ments of  the  company.  The  difference  in  cost  between  a  700,000 
cu.  ft.  and  a  1,000,000  cu.  ft.  holder  is  approximately  $12,000. 
Excess  generating  capacity  is  estimated  at  $4,000.  There  is  at 
least  20  per  cent  excess  capacity  in  the  gas  house.  This  excess 
we  estimate  at  $8,000. 

Since  the  generating  capacity  at  Glassboro  is  ample  for  the 
probable  requirements  of  this  company  until  1920,  it  would  seem 
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diat  the  generating  capacity  of  the  plants  at  Swedesboro^  Penns- 
grove,  and  Yineland  are  in  excess  of  the  requirements  of  the 
communities  served.  Portions  of  the  buildings  at  these  plants 
are  useful  for  storage  purposes,  and  the  holders  are  required  to 
insure  continuity  of  service  and  care  for  the  hours  of  maximum 
demand^  but  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  that  a  re- 
duction should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  capacity  in  excess  of  rea- 
scalable  requirements,  having  due  r^ard  to  necessary  reserve. 

It  therefore  appears  proper  to  deduct  the  value  of  the  generat- 
ing and  purifying  equipment  at  Swedesboro,  Pennsgrove,  Vine- 
land,  and  Woodbury  Heights,  and  so  much  of  buildings  as  is 
required  to  house  them,  which  amounts  to  $51,844,  cost  to  re 
produce,  or  $86,826  present  valua  Total  deduction  for  ex- 
cess property  given  above  is  $75,844  value  new;  $60,108  pres- 
ent value. 

Other  Excess  Plant — Services. 

[4]  A  study  of  the  amount  of  the  various  items  of  plant  shows 
as  follows : 

There  are  in  use  7,699  meters;  number  of  services  is  stated 
as  10,567,  an  excess  of  2,868,  or  37.2  per  cent 

We  have  made  some  analysis  of  the  relation  between  unused 
services  and  the  number  of  meters  in  use,  and  find  that  the  num- 
ber of  unused  services  in  fairly  well-developed  territory  rarely, 
if  ever,  exceeds  15  per  cent  of  the  nimiber  of  meters. 

If,  in  this  case,  we  include  in  our  base  upon  which  rates  are 
to  be  predicated  a  number  of  excess  services  equal  to  16  per  cent 
of  meters  in  service,  there  remain  about  1,722  services,  with 
a  value  new  of  approximately  $31,943  or  $28,563  present  value, 
which  ought  not  to  be  included. 

These  unused  services  would  fall  in  two  classes.  Many  of 
them  are  constructed  in  advance  of  their  need  into  properties 
where  buildings  have  not  yet  been  built,  or,  in  case  buildings  have 
been  built,  service  has  never  been  established.  The  other  class 
into  which  these  unused  services  would  fall  includes  services  in 
the  competitive  territory  of  Vineland  and  other  services  where 
the  customers  have  discontinued  the  use  of  gas. 

In  our  opinion  it  is  reasonable  to  include  a  certain  number  of 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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unused  services,  but  the  excess  ought  not  to  he  included.  Serv- 
ices not  yet  put  in  use  have  undoubtedly  been  laid  for  the  future, 
while  services  which  have  been  in  use  should  be  considered  as 
occupying  the  same  position  as  other  used  property  to  be  found 
in  the  storerooms  of  the  company.  A  reasonable  amount  of  such 
property  would  be  included  under  the  head  of  "Materials  and 
Supplies."  The  amount  carried  under  materials  and  supplies 
must  bear  a  reasonable  relation  to  the  actual  conditions  under 
which  the  company  operates. 

In  the  Board's  opinion  the  present  value  of  unused  services  in- 
cluded in  the  inventory,  in  excess  of  a  fair  allowance,  is  ap- 
proximately $28,563.  We  have  stated  above  that  the  excess 
present  value  of  buildings  and  generating  equipment  amounts  to 
$60,108  present  value.  The  sum  of  these  two  items  amounts  to 
$88,671. 

We  are  therefore  deducting  from  the  present  value  of  the 
property,  as  stated  above,  the  amount  of  $88,671,  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission,  represents  the  excess  present  value  of 
plant  not  used  and  useful  by  the  present  customers  of  the  K"ew 
Jersey  Gas  Company,  and  not  required  to  serve  customers  taken 
on  between  this  time  and  1920. 

The  total  excess  on  basis  of  cost  of  reproduction  new  is  esti- 
mated at  $107,787. 

In  table  III.  we  have  given  the  present  value  of  physical  prop- 
erty, not  including  materials  and  supplies,  at  $1,054,490.51. 
From  this  will  be  deducted  (see  above)  the  sum  of  $88,671, 
leaving  a  total  present  value  for  physical  property -to  be  included 
in  the  base  on  which  to  predicate  rates, — $965,819.51. 

Working  Capital. 

[6]  Under  the  head  of  "Working  Capital'^  the  company  has 
set  up  a  claim  for  an  allowance  of  $64,805.23.  This  is  made  up 
as  follows: 

Materials  and  supplies $42,440.64 

Cash    5,515.55 

Accounts  receivable 9,834.77 

Bills  receivable 5,590.00 

Suspense  items 915.27 

Working  capital  will  consist  of  materials  and  supplies ;  cash ; 

strictly  speaking,  the  difference  between  bills  and  accounts  re- 
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ceivable,  on  the  one  hand,  and  bills  and  accounts  payable,  on  the 
other;  and  an  allowance  for  gaa  already  manufactured  but  not 
delivered ;  in  other  words,  gas  in  the  holder  and  mains. 

Under  the  head  of  "Materials  and  Supplies''  we  find  included 
in  the  storeroom  at  Glassboro  discarded  machinery  and  ac- 
cessories, to  which  a  value  new  has  been  given  of  approximately 
$12,000. 

This  property  has  been  in  use  and  has  not  yet  been  charged  off, 
and  under  the  head  of  ^^orking  Capital"  ought  not  to  be  set 
up  as  a  part  of  the  base  upon  which  to  predicate  rates.  It  should 
be  noted,  however,  that  if  it  is  not  included  here,  it  would  prob- 
ably have  to  be  considered  as  one  of  the  elements  of  depreciation 
not  yet  earned. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  seems  fair  to  consider  that  depreciation 
of  at  least  one  third  had  accrued  prior  to  the  taking  over  of  these 
plants  by  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  and  we  therefore  de* 
duct  from  our  valuation  of  the  property  carried  under  the  head 
of  "Materials  and  Supplies"  the  additional  sum  of  $4,000,  from 
its  present  value.    This  leaves  as  follows: 

Materials  and  supplies  (as  per  inventory  less  deduction)    $38,888.82 

Gas  in  holder  and  mains  8,000.00 

Working  capital  on  a  basis  of  one  month's  revenues  not  yet  re- 
ceived      14,000.00 

Cash  on  hand 5,515.55 

Total    allowance,   including   materials    and   supplies,    for 

working  capital  $60,404.37 

Intangibles. 

[6]  With  regard  to  the  allowance  for  intangibles,  the  com- 
pany has  submitted  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  establishing  the 
business  as  indicating  the  amount  which  should  be  allowed  for 
mtangibles.  In  this  case,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission, 
proper  consideration  must  be  given  to  this  expense.  The  claims 
of  the  company,  however,  cannot  be  allowed. 

The  claim  made  by  the  company  for  the  cost  of  establishing 
the  business  was  submitted  in  exhibit  R-l  of  November  19,  1913. 
The  figures  found  in  this  exhibit  were  checked  by  the  account- 
ant for  the  Commission  from  the  books  of  the  company,  and  on 
November  26th  a  revised  summary  of  the  intangibles  was  sub- 
mitted by  the  company.    This  revised  summary  reads  as  follows: 
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TABLE  VIIL 
Summary  of  Intangibles  in  Valuation, 

%  No.  102     Organization  expense   (see  page  3  seq.)    $  44,327.49 

No.  105     Other  intangibles  (as  below)    388,909.79 

Page  5  Developmental  expense    $  20,542.73 

**     6  Losses  in  operating    4,663.64 

"     7  Losses  in  material  &  supplies 5,843.67 

"     8  Losses  in  unearned  taxes   5,960.02 

*'     9  LosRes  in  unearned  damages  paid  . .         3,269.74 

"  10  Losses  in  uncollectables    3,585.29 

"   11  Premiums  on  underlying  bonds  ....       21,200.00 
**  12  Franchise  requirements  capitalized  .       38,348.45 
**  13  Intangibles  allowed  by  B.  P.  U.  Com- 
missioners in  mergers   44,100.00 

"  14  Accrued  depreciation  unearned   ....     134,446.30 
"   16  Uncollected  profite   106,949.95 

388,909.79 
%  No.  128    Legal  during  construction    18,939.21 

Total  Intangibles  claimed   $452,176.49 

Looking  over  the  items  given  above,  we  find  (1)  organization 
expense — $44,327.  The  items  making  up  this  have  been  care- 
fully examined,  as  stated,  by  the  accountant  of  the  Commission, 
and  he  finds  that  the  books  of  the  company  contain  the  various 
items  making  up  the  total  referred  to.  The  accountant  for  the 
complainants  criticized  some  of  these  items,  in  particular  the 
largest  item  found  in  the  journal,  page  6,  of  July  2,  1910, 
"Organization  expense,  etc.,"  amounting  to  $42,138.68.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  last  examiner  referred  to,  this  amount  was  a  sum 
added  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  balance,  and  as  no  voucher  for  the 
amount  could  be  shown,  his  assumption  appears  to  be  reasonable. 
The  total  amount  of  this  claim  amounts  to  about  3.4  per  cent 
of  the  cost  to  reproduce  the  property  new,  and  together  with  the 
other  items  of  organization  expense,  for  which  proper  vouchers 
were  exhibited,  appears  to  constitute  an  unreasonable  amount  for 
the  total  cost  of  organizing  a  company  the  size  of  the  New  Jersey 
Gas  Company. 

[7]  Of  somewhat  the  same  nature  as  organization  expenses 
are  legal  expenses  during  construction,  for  which  atem  the  sum 
of  $18,939.31  is  claimed.  Of  this  amount,  however,  $5,000  is 
for  the  estimated  legal  expenses  to  cover  the  present  valuation 
case,  and  inasmuch  as  it  therefore  does  not  represent  an  actual 
expenditure  of  money  made  prior  to  July  1,  1913,  but  merely 
an  estimated  expenditure  to  be  made  after  that  date,  it  cannot 
properly  be  included  as  a  part  of  the  cost  of  the  property  as  of 
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that  date.  The  remaining  $13,939.21  cover  items  all  supported 
by  vouchers  which  clearly  show  them  all  to  be  proper  charges 
to  this  account.  In  view  of  all  the  circumstances,  and  in  the 
absence  of  exact  proof,  we  allow  $26,000  for  organization,  legal 
expenses,  etc 

The  remaining  item  to  be  considered,  "Other  Intangibles," 
amounting  to  $388,909.79,  is  made  up  as  follows : 

The  first  subitem,  "development  expense,''  includes,  the  cost 
of  advertising,  soliciting,  and  demonstration  from  July  1,  1910, 
to  June  30,  1913,  amounting  to  $20,542.73.  Of  this  amount, 
$3,639.73  was  included  in  the  operating  expenses  of  that  period, 
and  to  this  extent  there  exists  a  duplication  between  this  claim 
for  the  cost  of  securing  new  business  and  that  for  uncollected 
profits.  Under  this  heading  we,  therefore,  allow  only  $17,000, 
which  amount  does  not  appear  in  operating  expense. 

The  next  five  subitems,  totaling  $23,322.36,  were  taken  from 
a  series  of  vouchers,  all  covering  charges  which  under  the  pres- 
ent system  of  accounts  should  properly  have  been  made  to  operat- 
ing expenses,  instead  of  directly  to  the  company's  profit  and  loss 
account.  Inasmuch  as  we  have  included  them  all  in  a  revised 
statement  of  operating  expenses  hereinafter  set  forth^  from 
which  are  calculated  the  amount  of  uncollected  profits  or  de- 
ficiency of  return  upon  the  investment,  we  disallow  them  as  sep- 
arate items  in  determining  the  cost  of  establishing  the  present 
business  of  the  company. 

[8]  The  next  subitem,  ^'premiums  on  underlying  bonds," 
$21,200,  has  been  referred  to  in  the  earlier  part  of  this  report 
under  the  head  of  ^Tinancial  History/'  In  the  opinion  of  the 
Board,  the  payment  of  these  premiums  was  unnecessary,  partic- 
ularly in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  the  purchase  of  the  bonds  they 
did  not  actually  change  hands,  but  were  transferred  from  one 
corporation  to  another,  both  of  which  were  controlled  by  the  same 
individuals. 

[9]  The  next  subitem,  "franchise  requirements  capitalized," 
$38,348.45,  represents  the  amount  of  money  which  invested  at 
5  per  cent  interest  will  yield  each  year  the  estimated  average  cost 
of  supplying  gas  to  municipalities  free  of  charge  as  a  part  of  ike 
company's  franchise  requirements.  Inasmuch  as  the  cost  of  this 
service  already  forms  a  part  of  operating  expenses,  there  is 
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also  a  duplication  between  this  claim  for  loss  of  revenue,  and 
that  for  uncollected  profits,  and  it  should,  therefore,  not  be  al- 
lowed. 

The  next  subitem,  $44,100,  is  for  ^'intangibles  allowed  by  the 
Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  in  mergers,"  namely, 
those  of  the  Swedesboro  Gas-  Company,  Pennsgrove  Gas  Com- 
pany, and  Bridgeport  Gas  Company.  As  a  matter  of  fact  no 
such  allowance  was  made  by  the  Board,  and  cannot  now  be  al- 
lowed. 

[10]  The  next  subitem,  "accrued  depreciation  unearned," 
$134,446.30,  cannot  be  allowed. 

The  property  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  is  not  all  of 
the  same  age.  The  oldest  portion  of  the  system  is  in  Vineland, 
and  was  constructed  in  the  years  following  1876.  Some  portions 
of  the  Vineland  plant  are  very  old,  and  the  depreciation  which 
has  accrued  is  considerable.  The  Vineland  plant  was  taken  over 
in  1910  by  the  present  company,  and  such  depreciation  as  had 
accrued  up  to  that  time  cannot  be  considered  as  having  been 
unearned,  as  the  Vineland  plant  was  taken  over  at  its  then  value. 
The  estimated  depreciation  of  the  Vineland  plant  as  found  in 
the  appraisal  by  the  Commission,  exhibit  C-14,  of  October  Ist, 
amounts  to  $42,293.50.  We  estimate  the  depreciation  accrued 
prior  to  1910,  and  which  cannot  be  considered  as  having  been 
unearned,  as  $31,895.65. 

The  Swedesboro  and  Pennsgrove  plants  were  also  constructed 
several  years  prior  to  1910,  and  such  depreciation  as  had  ac- 
crued prior  to  that  date  should  not  be  allowed  under  this  heading, 
as  the  properties  were  taken  ov6r  in  1910  and  1911  at  their  as- 
sumed value  at  that  time.  The  amount  of  such  depreciation  is 
estimated  to  be  $4,695.65  on  the  Swedesboro  plant,  and  $3,- 
845.80  on  the  Pennsgrove  plant. 

The  total  present  value  of  the  physical  property  above  allowed 
to  be  included  in  the  base  upon  which  to  predicate  rates  was 
$965,819.51,  and  the  value  new  of  the  same  property  is  estimated 
to  be  $1,074,891.21.  The  difference,  $108,571.70,  is  therefore 
the  total  amount  of  estimated  accrued  depreciation  on  the  prop- 
erty whose  value  is  to  be  included  in  the  base  for  determining 
the  reasonableness  of  the  present  rates  charged  by  the  company. 
As  stated  above,  there  cannot  be  considered  as  having  been  un- 
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earned  the  depreciation  which  had  accrued  prior  to  July  1, 
1910,  and  the  amount  of  this  as  shown  above  is  estimated  to  be 
$40,437.10.  Deducting  this  from  $108,571.70  leaves  $68,- 
134.60  as  the  total  amount  of  depreciation  accrued  since  1910. 
The  next  subitem,  "uncollected  profits,"  $106,949.96,  is  given 
in  detail  on  pages  15  and  16  of  exhibit  E-1  of  November  26, 
1913.     On  these  pages  is  set  out  a  statement  showing: 

(1)  The  tangible  property  value  daimed  by  the  company; 

(2)  The  intangible  property  value; 

(3)  A  statement  of  the  amount  of  return  to  be  allowed. 

As  our  allowance  for  physical  value  and  intangibles  does  not 
correspond  with  that  of  the  company,  the  claim  made  by  them 
for  unearned  profits  cannot  be  accepted  as  it  stands,  and  we  have 
therefore  prepared  a  new  statement  in  the  same  form  as  that 
submitted  by  the  company,  using,  however,  the  amount  above 
allowed,  which  is  as  follows : 

TABLE  IX. 
Pbysical   value  as  allowed  above  not  including  materials   and 

supplies    9    965,820 

Working  capital,  including  materials  and  supplies 60,404 

Total  tangible  value,  June  30,  1913 1,026,224 

Intangibles  already  allowed: 
Conization  exijense  j ^ 25,000 

Dpvelopment        "  17,000 

Unearned  depreciation   68,135        110,135 

Total  value  as  of  June  30,  1913 1,136,359 

Deduct  additions  to  plant,  first  6  months  1913 25,530 

"       5%  allowance  for  working  capital 1,277 

«       intangibles  for  1913   86         26,843 

Total  value  as  of  Dec.  31,  1912 1,109,516 

^       additions  to  plant  during  1912  175,615 

"      5%  allowance  for  working  capital 8,781 

«      intangibles  for  1912  17,918       202,314 

Total  value  as  of  Dec.  31,  1911 907,202 

Average  additions  to  plant,  1911    431,397 

Less  excess  value  in  Glassboro  plant  excluded  on  page  26 

therein  included   24,000 

Less  the  part  of  buildings  and  generating  plant 
in  Vineiand,  Pennsgrove,  and  Swedesboro,  ex- 
cluded on  p.  26,  etc,  which  was  in  service  in  1911 
(at  its  present  value  in  1911)   35,186   59,186 

372,211 

6%  allowance  for  working  capital 18,610 

Intangibles  for  1911    1,270 

Average  additions  deducted 892,001 

Total  value  as  of  Dec.  81,  1910 ; $515,111 

P.UJL1916a  T 
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With  the  foregoing  as  the  basis,  6^  per  cent  return  is  computed 
below  on  the  average  investment  of  each  year,  namely,  one  half  the 
additions  during  the  period  plus  the  total  valuation  at  the  close 
of  the  preceding  year  and  the  net  loss  experienced  from  July  1, 
1910,  to  January  1st  of  the  year.  "The  total  valuation  as  of 
December  31,  1910,  is  assumed  as  the  average  because  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  construction  was  going  on  during  the  whole  year,  al- 
though July  1,  1910,  has  been  assumed  as  the  starting  point  for 
this  investigation."  (From  page  16  of  company's  exhibit  E-1 
November  19,  1913.) 

TABLE  X. 
(Amounts  taken  to  nearest  doUar) 

1910  average  investment  $516,111 

Return  at  6i%   (3}%  for  6  moa.)    ....  9  16,741 

Actual  net  revenue  received .6,122 

Deficiency  of  return  1910   $10,619 

1911  average  additions  for  jt,   (one  half 

$392,091)    196,046 

Total  valuation,  Dec.  31,  1910  ....  615,111 

711,167 

Less  1  of  $59,186 14,796 

Less  working  capital  6%   740 

For  plant  excluded  on  sheet  26  15,536 

695,621 
Deficiency  of  return  1910   10,619 

Basis  for  return  in  1911 706,240 

Return  at  6i%    45,906 

Actual  net  revenue  received 47,694 

Excess  of  return  1911 $1,788 

1912  average  additions    101,157 

Total- value  Dec.  31,  1911   907,202 

Net  loss  July  1,  1910,  to  Dec.  31,  1911  ..  8.831 

Total  basis  for   return    1,017,190 

Return  at  eWo   66,117 

Actual  net  revenue  received   69,688 

Excess  of  return  1912 3,571 

Net  deficiency  July  1, 1910,  to  Dec.  31, 1912  $5,260 

According  to  the  computation  in  table  X.  the  total  amount  to 
be  allowed  for  insufficient  returns  upon  the  company's  invest- 
ment is  $6,260,  as  against  $106,949.95  claimed  by  the  com- 
pany ;  and  makes  the  total  amount  to  be  allowed  as  the  cost  of 

establishing  the  business. 
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TABLE  XL 

Summary  of  IntangibleM. 

(Amounts  to  nearest  dollar) 

Aoe.  #102  &  128  Organization  Expense,  Legal  Expense,  etc $25,000 

106  Other  intangibles 

Development  expenses  917,000 

Accrued  depreciation  unearned    68,135 

Deficiency  of  returns  at  6i%  5,260     00,396 

Total    $116,395 

TABLE  XII. 

Smnmarj  of  Valuation  as  Allowed,  July  1,  1013,  for  Purposes  of  Making  a 

Rate. 


No.           Acooont 

Cost  to 
Reproduce 

Present 

Value 

Ammal 
Depreciation 

W!   Land 

f  17.180 

-     17.988 

18.227 

47.878 

12.878 

11.482 

120.001 

12,474 

24.884 

16,291 

27.026 

275,972 

211.805 

164.076 

75.528 

5.012 

15.246 

2,627 

428 

9  17480 
17.988 
17.816 

46.279 

12.214 

10.880 

105.965 

11,448 

22,641 

14.660 

25.560 

255.622 

178,585 

146.719 

60.566 

6.012 

14.894 

2.496 

407 

f      179 

107   Generml  equtpment 

m  Works  and  station  Btructores. 
Main  buIM^iiKfl 

2.662 
784 

Minor  ftmettiTefl 

901 

Tankf)  and  wellB 

228 

MO  Holders 

2.818 

110  Boilers,  fomaces.  etc 

115  Water  gas  sets 

613 
886 

116  Puriflcation  apparatus 

117  Accessory  equipment 

11^  Tnuiffmisslon  tnatrin 

871 

788 

6.688 

118B  Distribution  mains 

5.097 

119  Services 

6.662 

120  Meters 

8,021 

la   Meter  InstaUatton 

00 

122   Street  Ughting  fixtures 

IM   Qaa  tools  and  implements 
135  Laboratory  equipment 

805 
968 

21 

Physical  capital 

Materials,  supplies,  and  other 
working  capital 

il.074.892 
68.481 

1065.820 
800,404 

880.682 
100 

Total 

il.142.828 
115.895 

81,096.224 
115.895 

880.782 

Intangible  capital 

Qrand  total  as  of  July  1,  1918 

$1,258,218 

,          11,141.619 

$80,782 

AmotmtB  are  taken  to  the  nearest  dollar. 

TABLE  XIII. 
Recapitulation. — Summary  of  Allowance  as  of  July  1,  1913. 

Physical  Property,  present  value $966,890 

Working  Capital   60,404 

Cost  of  establishing  the  business 115,395 


Total  valuation  as  of  July  1,  1913  $1,141,619 

Earnings  and  Expenses. 

The  rates  charged  by  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  vary  in 
different  sections  of  the  territory.  In  Swedesboro  the  net  rate 
is  $1.35  per  thousand  cubic  feet,  while  in  the  rest  of  the  terri- 
tory, excepting  Vineland  and  Landis  township,  the  net  rate 

P.U.n.]916C.  13 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


IM  NEW  JERSEY  BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  UTILITY  OOMRS. 

is  $1.38.  In  Vineland  and  Landis  township  the  rate  has  been 
$1  flat.  In  addition  to  these  rates,  a  very  small  number  of  cus- 
tomers have  purchased  gas  at  wholesale  at  somewhat  lower  rates. 

So  far  as  cost  of  manufacture  and  distribution  is  concerned, 
the  cost  of  service  in  Vineland  and  Landis  township  has  not 
been  less  than  in  other  portions  of  'the  territory  served  by  this 
company. 

If  the  rate  schedule  had  been  uniform  throughout  the  entire 
territory  served  by  the  company,  the  revenues  would  have  been 
greater,  the  losses  less,  and  the  company  in  a  better  condition 
financially. 

The  rate  in  Vineland  and  Landis  township  has  been  $1  per 
thousand  for  some  years.  The  ordinance  under  which  the  com- 
pany is  operating  in  Vineland  provided  for  such  a  rate,  and  the 
company  then  in  control  accepted  this  ordinance,  and  apparently 
expected  to  be  able  to  furnish  service  at  the  rate  named. 

The  history  of  the  company  shows  that  it  was  unable  to  do 
this  without  loss,  so  that  the  results  of  operation  under  the  terms 
of  the  ordinance  are  not  conclusive  as  to  the  fairness  of  the  rate 
which  has  been  charged  in  Vineland.  In  1911,  the  generating 
plant  in  Vineland  was  shut  down  and  gas  supplied  through  high- 
pressure  transmission  mains  from  the  large  central  plant  at 
Glassboro.  This  ought  to  result  in  lower  unit  costs,  due  to 
centralization  of  production. 

The  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  was  formed  in  June,  1910,  and, 
owing  to  the  growth  by  consolidation  with  other  companies,  the 
construction  of  a  large  central  plant  and  the  installation  of  trans- 
mission mains,  extending  to  the  distribution  systems  formerly 
operated  from  other  small  plants,  it  is  quite  difficult  to  draw  any 
fair  comparisons  between  the  earnings  and  expenses  of  the 
various  years. 

Furthermore  a  new  uniform  classification  of  accounts  for  gas 
companies  went  into  effect  on  January  1,  1913,  and,  owing  to 
difference  in  classifications,  comparisons  are  misleading.  Dur- 
ing the  year  1912,  as  well  as  earlier,  a  great  deal  of  construction 
work  was  in  progress,  and  a  laige  portion  of  the  salaries  of  the 
manager,  auditor,  and  others  was  charged  to  "construction."  Al- 
though it  was  entirely  proper  to  divide  these  charges  in  some 
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such  way,  the  resulting  unit  costs  for  gas  appear  to  be  inconsist- 
ent with  one  another. 

The  results  of  operation  from  July  1,  1910,  to  October  31, 
1915,  are  given  in  the  following  table: 

TABLE  XIV. 

Operating  Revenues,  Operating  Expenses  ^  Excluding  Depreciation. 
Nevr  Jersey  Gas  Company. 


1910 
6  moB. 

1911 
12  moB. 

1912 
ISmos. 

1918 
12mo6. 

1914 
12mos. 

1916 
lOmos. 

MnnlelpAl  street  lifhtlnff 

9   6.166 

70.044 

41.829 

2,022 

1.281 

9  10.419 
96.292 
61.962 

9    9.888 
110.209 
68,999 

9   9.488 
121.969 
67.127 

9    8.863 

108.898 

Rwiltr     "       

48.481 

Sold  other  sum  comoanies 

MiicffM  sales 

U48 

687 

708 

506 

Total  ffSB  sales 

941.090 
M9 

9120.841 
2.641 

9169.841 
8.708 

9174,868 
4.682 

9189.282 
4,729 

9166.248 

}.^9s  ditcounts 

4,385 

Gts  leTenaes * 

ilO.750 

9118.800 

9166.188 

9170.186 

10 

8.648 

9184,608 

618 

4.068 

9161,913 

Refwloals       

462 

Mdse.  and  jobbins~net 

767 

2,184 

10.061 

•l,83fr 

Tots!  operating  revenaes 

Operatfnir  expenses:- 
Prodnetion 

tR9.9g6 

117,873 

2.849 

770 

8,779 

9120,484 

9  41.478 
6.166 
2.967 
10.704 
1.179 

8.646 

9166.199 

9  49.191 

11.149 

4.044 

11.099 

146 

2,427 

9178,744 

9  68.879 
21.821 

6.116 
10.609 

1.166 

8.724 

9180.210 

9  68.898 

22.100 

6.189 

9.220 

1,104 

10,882 

9164.201 
9  47.271 

DSstribntlou 

18.794 

Uonicipal  St.  Its 

8.886 

ComnKrcial 

7.644 

BusiDefs  promotion 

964 

GeDeral  and  Misc.    (ezdndinff 
depreciation) 

1.700 

9.694 

Ibtal  operating  expenses  .... 
Tsxes 

926.471 
1.651 

9  66.160 
8.485 

9  78.066 

4.909 

167 

9106.804 

10,224 

484 

9106,848 

10.808 

622 

983.062 
••9.976 

Uncollectable  bills 

831.26 

Total  deductions   (excluding 
depredation) 

928.122 

911,871 

9  68.506 

9  61.889 
6 

9  88.181 

9116.902 

9  67,782 
188 

9117.268 

9  71,942 
107 

998.858 

Xet   operatinit    revennes   (ex- 
cluding depreciation) 

Xon  operating  income 

•  70.8*8 

Gross  Income 

911.871 

9  61.846 

9  83.U0 

9  67.966 

9  72,049 

9  70.402 

1  Amounts  are  taken  to  nearest  dollar. 

*  Net  profit  on  merchandise.  During  1913  and  1914  the  cost  of  installing 
appliances  was  charged  to  distribution  expense. 

**  Hiis  is  the  total  for  taxes  as  accrued,  but  the  tax  bills  for  1916  already 
received  indicate  this  should  be  increased  about  $1,110. 

Comparisons  between  1912  and  1913  indicate  a  small  in- 
crease in  gross  revenue,  but  a  much  lai^er  proportionate  increase 
in  the  operating  expenses,  and  this  apparent  inconsistency  is  so 
great  as  to  require  an  explanation.  An  examination  was  accord- 
ingly made  of  the  books  of  the  company  to  determine  the  reasons 
for  the  inconsistency. 

In  the  above  discussion  on  the  proper  allowance  for  intangible 
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values,  it  was  stated  that  certain  items  claimed  by  the  company, 
amounting  in  total  to  $23,322.36,  should  properly  have  been 
charged  to  operating  expenses  instead  of  directly  to  the  com* 
pany's  surplus  or  profit  and  loss  account.  Of  this  amount,  $5,- 
749.17  is  applicable  to  the  year  1910,  $4,151.62  to  1911,  and 
$13,421.57  to  1912,  and  accordingly  the  operating  expenses 
reported  for  those  years  were  increased  by  these  amounts  to  ob- 
tain the  actual  net  revenues,  shown  in  the  table  below,  which 
were  used  in  computing  the  excess  or  deficiency  of  return  on  the 
investment  each  year  in  table  X. 

TABLE  XV. 


6  mos. 
1910 

Year 
1911 

Tear 
1912 

Tear 
1918 

Tear 
1914 

10  mos. 
1915 

Operating  expenses  as  reported. 

excluding  depreciation 

Operating    expenses     charged 

directly  against  surplus 

928.122 
6.749 

988.595 
4,152 

988.181 
18.422 

9115,962 

9117,268 

998.868* 

Total  operating  expenses 

Total  revenues  reported 

88.871 
89.998 

72,747 
120.441 

06.553 
166.241 

115f962 

173.928 

117.268 
189.210 

98.858» 
164,201 

Actual  net  reveiuie 

16.122 

947.6M 

969,688 

957.966 

971,942 

970.343 

*  See  note  **  below  tab 
months. 


e  XIV.  relative  to  $1,110  increased  taxes  for  ten 


Even  after  making  the  above  adjustments,  the  net  revenue  for 
1913  was  still,  apparently,  considerably  less  than  that  for  1912. 
In  the  preceding  table  of  operating  revenues  and  expenses  it  will 
be  noticed  that,  whereas  there  was  an  increase  of  $14,047.44  in 
the  total  revenues  from  the  sale  of  gas  for  1913  over  those  for 
1912,  there  was  an  increase  in  total  operating  revenues  of  only 
$7,545.20,  the  difference  being  almost  entirely  a  decrease  in  the 
net  revenue  reported  for  merchandise  and  jobbing,  of  which  a 
large  part  of  the  expenses  in  1912  were  not  unlikely  charged 
against  the  new  business  reserve  set  up  on  the  books  at  the  time 
when  the  above-mentioned  donation  of  $17,000  was  received,  and, 
therefore,  did  not  form  a  part  of  either  the  reported  operating 
expenses  or  the  deductions  from  the  gross  merchandise  and  job- 
bing revenue.  In  case  the  net  revenues  from  such  operations 
were  overstated  by  at  least  the  above  amount,  the  total  net 
revenues  of  the  company  for  1912  did  not  exceed  $62,142.99,  an 
amount  not  quite  suflScient  to  meet  the  $63,375  interest  accrued 
on  its  bonds  during  the  year,  and  it  would  therefore  seem  not 

improbable  that  the  reason  for  charging  $18,000  of  expenses 
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directly  to  profit  and  loss,  and  for  setting  up  this  reserve  of  $17,- 
000,  was  to  cover  up  enongh  items  of  operating  expense  to  make 
it  appear  that  the  company  not  only  earned  its  bond  interest,  but 
had  a  net  income  of  $18,000,  from  which  to  declare  a  dividend 
on  its  capital  stock. 

Of  the  $17,000  expense  charged  against  the  new  business  re- 
serve, $3,128.43  were  definitely  ascertained  to  cover  items  that 
ordinarily  would  have  gone  to  operating  expenses,  and  adding 
this  to  the  $96,558.11  in  the  above  table  gives  $99,681.54  as  * 
the  total  operating  expenses  for  1913. 

The  following  table  shows,  for  each  of  the  years  as  given,  the 
average  production  expenses,  other  operating  expenses,  and  total 
operating  expenses  per  M.  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold : 

TABLE  XVI. 


1911 

1912 

1918 

1914 

1915^ 

Amt. 

Per 
M 

Amt. 

Per. 
M 

Amt. 

Per. 
M 

Amt. 

Per 
M 

Amt. 

Per 

M 

Prodoctioii  expensM.... 

Otber  operating  exp.... 

Total  operating  exp. 

$11,476 
81,269 
72.747 

48.5# 

82.8 

76.8 

•61.864 
48,318 
99.682 

A2M 

89.8 

82.1 

858,879 
57,583 
115.962 

48.2^ 

42.7 

85.9 

968.898 

58.870 

U7,268 

89.8^ 

40.0 

79.8 

•47,271 
46.586 
98,857 

87.0^ 

36.4 

78.4 

*  10  montha. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  above  table  that  there  has  been  scarcely 
any  change  in  the  unit  production  cost  from  1911  to  1913,  and 
1914  and  1915  show  decreases. 

This  average  was  based  on  the  number  of  M.  cubic  feet  of 
gas  sold,  instead  of  the  number  manufactured,  for  the  reason 
that  there  was  no  accurate  record  of  same  during  1912,  the 
station  meter  being  reported  out  of  order  a  large  part  of  the 
time.  Quite  a  marked  increase  is  shown  in  the  unit  cost  for 
the  total  "other  operating  expenses"  in  1912  over  those  of  1911, 
and  a  slight  increase  in  1913  over  1912.  This  is  largely  ac- 
coimted  for,  as  above  explained,  by  the  greater  amount  of  con- 
struction done  during  the  earlier  years,  as  indicated  by  table  IX., 
Tvhereas  1914  and  1915  show  substantial  decreases. 

From  the  above  it  appears  that  the  operating  expenses  of  the 

]^ew  Jersey  Gas  Company  have  been  understated  rather  than 

overstated,  but  there  still  remains  to  be  considered  the  question 

whether  or  not  those  expenses,  even  though  actually  incurred, 

were  all  reasonably  necessary,  or,  in  other  words,  has  the  plant 
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been  operated  as  economically  or  efficiently  as  might  well  be  ex- 
pected ?  In  the  following  table,  the  unit  operating  costs  of  the 
JSTew  Jersey  Gas  Company  are  compared  with  those  of  other 
companies  in  the  state  operating  under  somewhat  similar  condi- 
tions, for  1914,  the  latest  year  for  which  the  figures  are  avail- 
able: 

TABLE  XVII. 


No.  M.  Co.  ft. 
gM  sold  in  1914 

Production  ex- 
penses per  M. 
cu.  ft.  of  gas 
made 

Otber  operat- 
tnir  expenses 
per  M.  cu.  ft. 
of  iras  Bold 

Total  openit- 
insr  expenses 
per  M.  cu.  ft. 
of  gas  sold 

Public  service 

Oentral  diyialon 

458.418 
609,904 
220.996 
146.683 
97.594 

27.96 
24.80 
83.85 
81.98 
84.28 

86.89 
29.41 
40.19 
87.93 
52.48 

67.24 

Elizabethtown  system 

Consolidated  Gas  Oompaoy 
New  Jersey  Gas  Company. . 
Coast  Gas  system 

54.72 
79.68 
77.75 
92.56 

As  compared  with  those  of  the  other  companies  in  the  above 
table,  the  unit  costs  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  cannot  be 
said  to  be  unduly  high.  Because  of  their  much  greater  out- 
put, the  first  two  naturally  have  a  considerably  lower  unit  pro- 
duction cost,  while  that  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  by 
reason  of  its  more  uniform  output  throughout  the  year,  might 
possibly  be  expected  to  compare  somewhat  more  favorably  with 
those  of  the  Coast  Gas  System  and  the  Consolidated  Gas  Com- 
pany, both  of  which  do  the  greater  part  of  their  business  during 
the  summer  months.  Because  its  distribution  system  for  the  most 
part  extends  through  a  thinly  settled  territory,  its  number  of 
customers  per  mile  of  main  being  only  31,  whereas  that  of  the 
Consolidated  Gas  Company  is  75  and  of  the  Coast  Gas  System 
61,  it  would  naturally  be  expected  that  the  cost  of  meter  reading, 
attending  to  complaints,  removing  and  resetting  meters,  should 
be  higher  in  the  case  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  and  that 
therefore  its  average  operating  expense  per  unit  of  product  other 
than  the  cost  of  production  should  be  somewhat  higher  than  that 
of  any  of  the  companies  in  the  above  table,  but  its  average  for 
such  expense  is  lower  than  that  of  either  the  Coast  Gas  Company 
or  the  Consolidated  Gas  Company,  and  is  only  very  slightly  above 
that  of  the  Central  Division  of  the  Public  Service  Gas  Com- 
pany, the  division  which  conforms  most  closely  with  the  territory 

served  by  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  although  considerably 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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more  densely  populated.  It  therefore  seems  reasonable  to  con- 
clude that  the  plant  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  has  not  been 
operated  inefficiently,  and  that  the  total  amount  of  operating  ex- 
penses shown  in  table  XIV.  should  be  included  as  one  of  the  items 
in  determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  existing  rates. 

Rate  of  Return. 

[11]  In  the  memorandum  on  the  rates  of  the  Public  Service 
Gas  Company,  Passaic  Division,  issued  December  26,  1912,  the 
Board  said: 

"We  do  not  contend  that  any  particular  rate  of  return  is  appli- 
cable in  all  cases.  In  our  judgment  the  rate  of  return  to  which 
a  public  utility  is  reasonably  entitled  is  a  question  of  fact  to  be 
determined  in  the  light  of  all  of  the  evidence,  and  on  the  con- 
sideration of  all  of  the  facts  in  each  particular  case. 

'It  is  clear,  however,  that  the  rate  of  return  must  suffice  to 
attract  the  capital,  which  in  the  case  at  bar  is  large  in  amount, 
required  year  by  year  in  making  the  additions  and  extensions 
to  manufacturing  plant  and  distribution  system  which  the  growth 
of  the  communities  served  demands."  ' 

The  rate  of  return  should  be  sufficient  to  cover  the  reasonable 
and  proper  costs  of  obtaining  necessary  capital.  In  the  case  of 
the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  it  is  known  that  the  bonds  issued 
netted  the  company  about  80  per  cent  of  the  par  value  of  the 
bonds  issued.  These  bonds  bore  interest  at  5  per  cent.  This 
is  equivalent  to  an  interest  rate  of  6.25  per  cent  on  the  proceeds 
of  the  bonds. 

In  addition  to  this,  in  accordance  with  the  accounting  system 
adopted  by  the  Commission,  which  is  in  line  with  modem  finan- 
cial methods,  it  will  be  necessary  to  amortize  the  bond  discount 

•We  have  computed  that  the  bond  discount  will  be  equivalent 
to  f  of  1  per  cent  per  annum  based  on  thirty-year  term;  on 
twenty-five  years  to  maturity  0.8  per  cent  is  required.  This 
indicates  that  a  net  return  of  approximately  7  per  cent  on  the 
value  of  the  property  is  essential  in  order  to  enable  the  company 
to  pay  interest  on  bonds  issued  for  actual  construction. 

To  the  extent  that  funds  for  actual  construction  were  realized 
from  bonds,  this  appears  to  be  the  situation.  This  does  not 
necessarily  apply  to  so  much  of  the  funds  actually  needed  for  con- 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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struction  as  vfere  raised  from  sale  of  stock*  In  an  enterprise 
of  the  sort)  free  capital  should  bear  a  proper  relation  to  bonded 
indebtedness. 

The  following  three  tables  show  the  total  amount  and  the 
average  per  M.  cubic  feet  of  all  gas  sold,  which  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  company  to  collect  each  year  from  its  customers,  in 
order  to  pay  its  operating  expenses,  to  provide  for  the  accrued 
depreciation  on  its  plant,  and  to  earn  a  return  on  the  valuation 
of  its  total  investment  in  the  property  at  five  different  rates  of 
return.  The  valuation  for  1913  is  the  one  arrived  at  in  table 
XII.,  and  for  each  of  the  other  three  preceding  years  the  valua- 
tions are  those  given  in  table  X.  The  operating  expenses  for 
each  year  are  taken  from  table  XV.  The  amount  of  depreciation 
for  1913  is  the  estimated  amount  of  accrued  depreciation  for 
one  year  on  the  valuation  of  the  physical  plant  as  of  July  1, 
1913,  computed  for  each  class  of  property  at  various  rates  on  a 
straightrline  basis.  The  amount  of  depreciation  for  each  of  the 
other  preceding  three  years  was  obtained  by  apportioning,  on 
the  basis  of  the  aveiffege  value  of  the  physical  property  in  each 
year,  the  amount  of 'accrued  depreciation  from  July  1,  1910,  to 
June  80,  1913,  given  in  table  IX.,  less  one  half  of  the  accrued 
depreciation  for  1913  as  applicable  to  the  first  six  months  of  that 
year.  The  capital  and  depreciation  for  1914  and  1915,  are  ascer- 
tained by  deducting  value  new,  present  value,  and  annual  de- 
preciation for  capital  retired,  and  adding  same  for  new  capital 
installed,  thereby  bringing  the  valuation  down  to  each  subsequent 
date. 
P.UJL1019C. 
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In  the  foregoing  table  three  facts  are  apparent ;  viz., 

1st.  The  figures  for  the  year  1914  are  almost  an  exact  weighted 
average  for  the  entire  period. 

2d.  During  several  of  the  years,  the  cost  of  installing  appli- 
ances has  been  charged  to  distribution  expense ;  the  revenue  from 
sundry  sales  should,  therefore,  be  deducted  from  operating  ex- 
pense in  order  to  ascertain  the  amount  to  be  raised  on  account 
of  gas  operating  expense. 

3d.  "No  distinction  has  been  made  between  gas  ordy  supplied 
to  meters,  and  gas  supplied  for  street  lamps.  Street  lights  re- 
quire special  fixtures  and  maintenance,  in  addition  to  the  gas 
used.  It  would  appear  to  be  desirable  to  distinguish  between 
the  cost  of  the  gas  supplied  to  meters,  gas  supplied  to  street  lamps, 
and  the  total  cost  of  street  lamps  for  gas  plus  maintenance  and 
use  of  capital. 

4th.  No  provision  has  been  made  for  a  wholesale  rate. 

In  what  follows  we  shall,  therefore,  assume  the  valuation  as 
fixed  at  $1,141,619,  as  of  July  1,  1913  (see  table  XII.)  and  that 
6^  per  cent  is  to  be  earned  on  capital,  that  revenue  from  sundry 
sales  is  to  be  credited  to  operating  expense,  and  that  deficits 
from  the  rate  actually  chained  by  the  company  are  to  be  carried 
forward  in  intangible  capital.  Where  property  is  used  jointly 
for  metered  and  street  light  gas,  the  apportionment  of  interest 
and  expense  is  made  in  proportion  to  the  gas  used ;  street  light  gas 
is  charged  with  1  per  cent  of  commercial  expense  and  2  per 
cent  of  uncoUectable  bills.  Where  capital  or  operating  expense 
pertains  exclusively  to  one  or  the  other  kind  of  gas,  the  debits 
are  made  accordingly.  The  cost  for  retail  gas  when  provision  is 
made  for  wholesale  rate  is  shown  in  footnotes. 

The  tables  following  are  made  up  in  accordance  with  the  fore- 
going assumptions: 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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TABLE  XIX. 

Table  ahowing  the  cost  of  gas  during  1913,  12  months.    Capital  as  shown 
in  table  X.;  rate  of  return,  6.5%. 


For  Meters 

For  Street  Lamps 

No  allowance  for  wholenale 
nte  IB  made.    See  note  <1) 

Amount 

PerM. 
cu.  ft. 

Toti 
Amt. 

il  cost: 
PerM. 

Porgra 
Amt. 

8  only 
PerM. 

Operstine 

Opertttog  expenses,  ezclad- 

mg  umaal  depreciation 

DMlQct  sundry  sales  reTenue 

$94,788 
8.658 

0.754 
0.028 

$10,521 

1.140 

$5,646 

0.611 

Est  operating  expenses,  ex- 
cluding   annnal    deprecia- 
tion   

$91,225 

9.565 

425 

29,050 

0.726 
0.076 
0.008 
0.281 

$10,621 

660 

9 

1,782 

1.140 
0.071 
0.001 
0.887 

$5,646 

842 

9 

1,427 

0.611 

Ttxes 

0.087 

UncoUoctable  bills 

0.001 

0.155 

Total   rerenoe    deductions 
Net 

$180,265 
69.216 

1.086 
0.650 

$12,922 
4.989 

1.899 
0.541 

$7,424 
8.949 

0.804 

Capital 
6.5«  on  $1.064,860 

"    "        76,759 

"    "         60.747 

0.429 

Total  amounts  to  be  raisedd) 
Rercnue  from  gas  sales  (1) . . . 

$199,461 
159.616 

1.586 
1.260 

$17,911 
10,509 

1.940 
1.145 

$11,873 

12) 
$7,046 

1.288 
0.768 

Deficits    to   be   included    in 
latangibles    for     following 
rears 

$89,865 

0,817 

$7,848 

0.795 

$4,827 

0.470 

6^00  aboredeflctts 

$    2,691 

$477 

$     281 

du  sales  in  1,000  CO.  ftU)... 

$125,768 

$9,227 

$9,227 

^6,000»000  en.  ft.  of  this  is  industrial  gas.    To  sell  this  at  76c  per  M. 
CO.  ft  requires  the  retail  rate  to  be  increased  to  $1,628. 

*  Estimated  at  two  thirda  of  all  lamp  revenue, 
P.UJL1916C. 
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TABLE  XX. 

Table  ahowisg  the  cost  of  gas  during  1014 — 12  months.  Capital  as  shown 
in  table  X.,  adjusted  for  extensions  and  withdrawals.  Rate  of  return, 
6.5%. 


For  Meters 

For  Street  Lamps 

No  allowance  for  wholesale 
rate  Is  made,  see  note  (1) 

Amount 

PerM. 
cu.ft. 

Amount 

'otalOost: 
PerM.cu.ft. 

Por  gas  oi 
Amount 

iiy 

PerM. 
cu.  ft. 

Operating 

Operating  expenses,  exclud- 
ing annual  depreciation 

Deduct  sundry  sales  revenue 

196.165 
4,707 

0.700 
0.084 

$10,178 

1.097 

5,094 

0.550 

Net  operating   expense,   ex- 
cluding annual  depreciation 
Taxes 

91.458 

9.660 

610 

29.318 

0.666 
0.070 
0.006 
0.218 

10.178 

648 

12 

1,602 

1.097 
0.070 
0.001 
0.178 

5.094 

822 

12 

1.305 

0.550 
0.035 

Uncollectable  bUls 

0.001 

Annual  depreciation 

0.140 

Total      revenue     deductions 
Net 

181.046 
68.885 
2,591 

0.964 
0.497 
0.019 

12.485 

4.617 
477 

1.841 

0.498 
0.051 

6,738 

8.606 
281 

0.726 

For  Capital 

6.596  on  11,051.805 

•*     "         71.086 

"     "         55.484 

"     "  1918  deficits  in  table 
XIX 

0.889 
0  000 

Total  amounts  to  be  raised  (1) 
Revenue  from  gas  sales. ...  (1) 

201,972 
174,867 

1.470 
1.209 

17,629 
10,186 

1.890 
1.098 

10.620 

(2) 
6,757 

1.145 
0.728 

Deficits  to  be  Included  in  In- 
tangibles for  following  years 

6.596  on  above  deficits 

Gas  sales  in  1.000  cu.  ft.  (1)  . . . 

27,605 
1,794 

0.201 

7.893 
481 

0.797 

8,863 
251 

0.417 

187.859 

9.274 

9.274 

1  About  6,000,000  cu.  ft.  of  this  is  industrial  gas;  to  sell  this  at  76e  per 
M.  cu.  ft.  requires  the  above  rate  of  $1.47  to  be  raised  to  $1,503. 

>  Estimated  at  two  thirds  of  street  lighting  revenue. 

Note. — ^Ihe  total  combined  capital  for  meters  and  for  street  lamps  main- 
tained, shown  above,  will  be  different  from  that  shown  in  table  XvlII.,  be- 
cause the  revenue  from  simdry  sales  has  been  deducted  from  operating  ex- 
penses in  1913,  thereby  decreasing  the  net  deficit  carried  forward  to  1914  as 
intangible  capital. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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TABLE  XXL 

Table  fihowing  the  oofst  of  gas  during  1915 — 10  months.  Gajpital  as  shown 
in  table  X.,  adjusted  for  extensions  and  withdrawals.  Kate  of  return, 
01%. 


For  Meters 

For  Street  Lamps 

Ko  aUowance  for  wholesale 
rate  is  made,  see  note  (1) 

Amount 

PerM. 

Cttft. 

Tot 
Amount 

.al  Cost 
PerM.ca.ft. 

Forg 
Amount 

as  only 
PerM. 
cu.  ft. 

Operating 

Operating  expense,  excluding 
annraal  depreciation. 

I7A.0S0 
2.286 

0.626 
0.019 

17.991 

0.909 

$4,209 

0.626 

Deduct  sundry  sales  revenue 

Net  operating  expense,   ex- 
cluding annual  depreciation 
Taxes 

72,772 

10.424 

814 

25.668 

0.607 
0.067 
0.007 
0.218 

7.991 

661 

17 

1.810 

0.999 
0.088 
0.002 
0.168 

4.209 

860 

12 

1.071 

0.626 
0.045 

Uncollectabie  bills 

0.002 

Annual  Appreciation .....,..., 

0.184 

Total  revenue  deductions,  net 

For  Capital 
63496  on  11,089.782  (2) 

109.568 
60.901 

2.181 
1,610 

0.914 
0.474 

0.018 
0.018 

9.979 

8.628 

888 

886 

1.247 

0.454 

0.048 
0.048 

6.652 

2.826 
226 
202 

0.707 

(84.1996  of  same  lor  10  mos.) 
869.452 

(80.869b  of  same  for  10  mos.) 
164.106. 

(80.8696  of  same  for  10  mos.) 
6M96  on  1918  deficits  (12  mos.) 

interest  of  12.691.  (2) 

63^96  on  1914  deficits  (12  mos.) 

interest  of  CI  .794 

0.854 
0.028 
0.025 

Total  amounts  to  be  raised  (1) 
Revenue  from  gas  sales  (1) 

170.166 
168.048 

1.419 
1.277 

14.876 
8.870 

1.797 
1.109 

8.906 
5,915 

1.114 
0.740 

Deficits  to  be  included  in  in- 
tangibles for  following  years 

6X*  on  above  deficits 

Gsfl  sales  in  1.000  cubic  feet. 
10  mos.  (1) 

17,112 
1.794 

119.900 

0.142 

6,606 

481 

7.907 

0.688 

2.991 
251 

7.997 

0.874 

1  Includes  about  6,000  M.  cu.  ft.  gas  in  10  months  at  76  cents.  To  give  a 
wholesale  rate  of  76  cents  would  require  above  rate  to  be  raised  to  $1,454. 

>  Interest  based  on  ratio  of  10  months'  gas  sales  in  1914  to  entire  year's 
sales;  84.10%  for  metered  gas  and  80.36%  for  street  lamps,  or  83.96%  on 
the  two  combined. 

s  Estimated  at  f  of  street  light  revenue. 

Note. — The  total  combined  capital  for  meters  and  for  street  lamps  main- 
tained shown  above  will  differ  from  tiiat  shown  in  table  XVIII.,  because  the 
revenue  from  sundry  sales  for  1913  and  1914  was  deducted  from  operating 
expense,  and  the  deficits  for  1013  and  1914  carried  forward  in  intangible 
capital ;  it  will  therefore  be  less. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Cost  of  Street  Lamps. 

In  tables  XIX.,  XX.,  and  XXI.  it  is  shown  that  the  cost  of 
gas  used  in  street  lamps  has  been  as  follows : 

During  1913   $1,233  per  1,000  cu.  ft. 

1914    1.145     "        "        '*     " 

1915  10  mo8 1.114     "        "        "     " 

The  type  of  lamps,  and  their  present  value,  vary  so  largely  that 
we  will  deduce  the  cost  of  the  boulevard  type  with  mantle 
burners,  based  on  their  cost  to  reproduce  new,  as  determined  in 
the  valuation  made  by  the  Board's  engineer.     . 

TABLE  XXn. 

High-Pressure  Lamps — Boulevard  Type. 

Cost  per  annum  of  boulevard  type  street  lamps/ burning  5  cu.  ft.  of  gas 
hourly  for  4,400  hours;  all  fixtures  and  services  furnished  by  company. 
Interest  taken  at  6.5%,  depreciation  at  2%,  and  taxes  1%,  a  total  of  9.5% 
per  annum. 


191S 

1914 

1915 

CoBt  of  service,  post,  g^o veroor,  and  head 

S31.00 

2.60 
1.00 
9.25 

12.96 
12.85 

12.80 
12.85 

9  54  of  S8l.  for  int.  etc 

82  88 

Miintles  and  Globes  (Ex.  R-7  8-4-14)     

Repairs 

Lamp  Llgrhting ...,,.,,,, ,,,,,.,, ^ . , , , 

12.85 

Cost  for  Capital  and  Special  Maintenance 

15.80 
27.18 

16.74 
25.19 

15  68 

Coat  of  22  000  cu  ft.  &  S1.2SS  1913 

'•    "       ' *     1.146  1914 

"    "    "     1.114  1916 

24.51 

Cost  of  h.  p.  lamps 

42.96 
.26 

40.93 
.26 

40  19 

Low  Pressure  Boulevard  Type  lamps  do  not  have  a  srovemor. 
so  that  the  cost  of  such  lamps  will  be  decreased  by  9.5ii  of 
S2.70.  the  cost  of  a  srovemor.  or.  deduct 

26 

Cost  of  lx)w  Pressure  Lamps. 

.00 

11.85 

42.07 
12.45 

40.87 
12.44 

39  98 

Where  Lamp-heads  and  maintenance  are  not  furnished 
For  Lamp-heads  deduct  9.6i(  of  16.80 

Deduct  cost  of  globes  and  lighting 

12.48 

Cost  of  lamps  without  heads,  operated  by  Welsbach  Stzeet 
Lighting  Co.  of  America. 

80.22 

28.28 

27.50 

When  the  company  furnished  the  gas  only,  for  street  lamps 
owned  and  maintained  by  others,  the  cost  for  the  gas  was  as  fol- 
lows: 1913,  $27.13;  1914,  $25.19;  and  1915,  $24.51. 
■  Where  the  Wekbach  Street  Lighting  Company  of  America 
furnishes  the  complete  lamps  (post  and  heads),  as  in  Glassboro, 
they  charge  $16  per  annum  for  each  lamp  to  cover  maintenance 
and  use  of  capital.  This  compares  very  closely  with  the  average 
figure  of  $15.74  as  shown  above  for  the  same  items. 

The  peak  load  of  the  company  occurs  about  noon  during  July 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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and  August.  The  street  lighting  gas  does  not  afFect  this  peak, 
and  this  should  be  taken  into  consideration  in  connection  with  the 
aboFo  figures  of  cost*  Any  increase  in  the  present  system  will  be 
necessitated  by  the  peak  load  for  meters^  and  not  by  that  of  the 
street  lamps* 

Recapitulation. 

Table  XVJLlL  is  based  on  the  stssumptions  that  capital  and 
deficits  from  operation  have  been  accumulated  on  a  basis  of  6^ 
per  cent  up  to  the  given  year,  that  no  separation  has  been  made 
into  wholesale  and  retail  metered  gas  and  street  lighting  gas,  that 
the  revenue  from  sundry  sales  has  not  been  credited  to  operating 
expense  for  metered  gas. 

TABLE  XXni. 
Rate  of  Return  Aatumed  to  Be. 


6.6K 

7K 

7.6* 

8K 

lot  1910,    6  montbs 

S1.4S5 

1.440 
1.587 
1.687 
1.631 
1.466 

1.681 
1.616 

$1,468 
1.477 
1.629 
1.679 
1.671 
1.504 

1.671 
1.566 

«L.600 
1.614 
1.671 
1.721 
1.611 
1.548 

1.611 
1.598 

tl.682 

1911,12       *'        

1.561 

1912,12       "        

1.712 

1913,  12       "         

1.768 

1914,12       ••         

1.661 

1915,  10       "         

1.588 

For  the  entire  period : 

Weighted  averaffe. , 

1.661 

Un weiglited  aTeraflre, 

1.632 

Tables  XIX.,  XX.,  and  XXI.  are  based  on  a  valuation  fixed 
as  of  July  1,  1913,  on  a  6.5  per  cent  return  on  capital,  and 
•sundry  sales  are  credited  to  operating  expense,  and  kinds  of  gas 
are  separated.    The  following  shows  the  rates  so  deduced : 


TABLE  XXIV. 


Tear 

Metered  Qas 

No  iDdustrial 

Rate 

Metered  Gas 

iDduBtrlal 

at  76c 

Gas  only  for 
Street  laxoDs 

ins  12  months 

$1,586 
1.470 
1.419 

t^.e28 
1.508 
1.464 

$1,288 

1914  12  montba 

1.146 

1915  10  moDtha 

1.114 

Effect  of  the  Vineland  Situation  on  the  Rate. 

The  following  rates  for  metered  gas,  other  than  industrial,  are 
in  force  in  the  territory  of  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company,  viz.: 

In  Vineland  and  Landis  township — ^A  flat  rate  of  $1.00  per 
1,000  cu.  ft. 

In  Swedesboro — a  rate  of  $1.50  less  10  per  cent  for  prompt 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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payment^  or  $1.85  net,  for  ordinary  meters,  and  $1.40  for  pr^ 
payment  meters. 

Elsewhere — ^A  rate  of  $1.50,  less  8  per  cent  for  prompt  pay- 
ment, or  $1.88  net,  for  ordinary  meters,  and  $1.40  for  prepay- 
ment meters. 

In  addition  to  the  difference  in  rate  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Com- 
pany has  competition  in  Vineland  borough  and  in  Landis  town- 
ship, die  other  gas  company  operating  in  these  municipalitiea 
at  the  same  rate  of  $1  per  M.  en.  ft 

Outside  of  Vineland  and  Landis  township,  the  average  rate 
for  metered  gas  is  about  $1,894  per  M.  cu.  ft.,  and  we  will  now 
show  what  will  be  the  effect  on  the  income  of  the  New  Jersey 
Gas  Company  for  the  years  1918  and  1914  under  the  following 
assumptions,  viz.: 

(1)  That,  with  the  exception  of  about  6,000  M.  cu.  ft.  of 
industrial  gas  per  annum,  sold  at  an  average  price  of  76  cents 
per  M.  cu.  ft.  to  a  single  consumer,  all  the  other  gas  in  Vineland^ 
amounting  to  about  29,057  M.  cu.  ft,  had  been  sold  at  the  uni- 
form rate  of  $1,394  during  the  year  1913. 

(2)  That  the  assumption  (1)  be  made  with  the  further  as- 
sumption that  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  also  served  the  con- 
sumers in  Vineland  borough,  which  were  actually  served  by  the 
Citizen's  Gas  Company  of  Vineland  at  the  uniform  rate  of  $1,894 
during  the  year  1913. 

(1)  Result  of  a  Uniform  Rate  of  $l.S9Jf  in  Vineland. — This, 
rate  would  have  added  $0,394  on  29,057  M.  cu.  ft.  of  gas  sold 
in  Vineland  and  Landis  township,  a  total  increment  of  $11,448 
in  revenue  for  1913.  There  were  no  municipal  street  lights  in 
Vineland  during  1913,  so  that  we  may  add  this  $11,448  to  the 
metered  gas  revenue  of  $159,616  shown  in  table  XIX.  increas- 
ing same  to  the -amount  of  $171,064,  at  the  same  time  decreasing 
the  deficit  of  $39,865  to  $28,417,  and  decreasing  the  annual  inter- 
est (@6i  per  cent)  on  the  deficit  carried  forward,  in  intangible 
capital,  from  $2,591  to  $1,847.  The  effect  of  this  on  the  1914 
rate,  as  shown  in  table  XX.  would  be  a  decrease  of  $0,006  in  the 
retail  rate  of  $1,503,  reducing  it  to  $1,497.  As  the  deficits 
are  to  be  carried  forward  from  year  to  year,  until  amortized,  the 
retail  rate  of  $1,454  for  1915  (table  XXL)  would  have  de- 
creased to  $1,448  by  reason  of  the  decreased  deficit  in  1913^ 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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and  would  have  been  further  decreased  by  the  smaller  1914  de- 
ficit The  effect  would  be  cumulative  and  comparable  to  an 
annuity  at  compound  interest. 

(2)  Effect  of  a  Uniform  Rate  of  $1,894-  tn  Vinehndj  and 
also  of  Taking  over  the  Sales  m  Vineland  Borough  during  19 IS 
of  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  of  Vineland  (as  if  there  had  been 
but  one  company), — The  latter  company  sold  6,590  M.  cu.  ft 
of  gas  during  1913  and  8,491  M.  cu.  ft  during  1914  in  Vineland 
borough.  Under  our  assumptions,  the  1918  revenue  of  the  New 
Jersey  Gas  Company  would  have  been  as  follows: 

TABLE  XXV.  (for  1913). 

Actual  revenue  received  for  aU  metered  gae,  1913 $159,616 

Add  29,057  x  $0,394  for  X.  J.  6.  Co.'s  Vineland  sales 11,448 

Add    6,590  x    1.394  for  C.  G.  Go.'s  Vineland  sales 9,186 

Combined  hypothetical  revenue  for  1913   $180,250 

The  cost  of  securing  this  revenue  is  estimated  thus: 

Operating  expense  as  in  table  XIX $130,265 

Add  for  fuel  and  oil   2,315 

Add  for  distribution  and  other  expense •  492 

Add  for  195  new  servioes  (assuming  200  to  be 

duplicated  by  the  two  companies)    $3,178 

Add  for  396  PP  meters   3,960 

New  capital  needed  $7,128 

Interest  @  6.5%  on  $7,128   463 

Depreciation  on  $7,128    285 

Interest  on  $1,064,860  ®  6.6%  (table  XIX.)    69,216 

Total  amount  to  be  raised 203,036 

Hypoth^cal  deficit  in  1913   $22,786 

To  ascertain  the  rate  to  be  paid  by  the  retail  consumer,  deduct 
the  $4,560  received  for  industrial  gas  from  the  above  amount  of 
$203,086,  leaving  $198,476 ;  this  is  to  be  raised  from  the  follow- 
ing gas  sales,  viz.: 

TABLE  XXVI. 

Metered  gas  sold,  as  per  table  XIX 125,768  M.  cu.  ft. 

Add  for  G.  G.  Go.'s  consiiiBptioD  taken  over 6,590  M.  cu.  ft. 

Subtotal  for  all  hypothetical  metered  gas 132,358  M.  eu.  ft. 

Deduct  industrial  gas  sales  of 6,000  M.  cu.  ft. 

Leaving  hypothetical  retail  gas  sales  of 126,358  M.  cu.  ft. 

Dividing  the  above  $198,476  by  126,358  gives  a  hypothetical 
retail  rate  of  $1,571  as  compared  with  the  rate  of  $1,628  shown 
in  note  (1)  of  table  XIX.  (the  6,000  M.  en.  ft  of  industrial  gas 
being  estimated  at  76  cents  per  M«  ou.  ft). 

P.t7.R.1916C.  14 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


210  NEW  JERSEY  BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  UTILITY  COMRS. 

In  a  similar  manner  we  show  the  results  of  assumption  (2) 
for  the  year  1914  in 

TABLE  XXVIL  (for  1914). 

Actual  revenue  received  from  aU  metered  gas  in  1914 $174,367 

Add  33,390  x  $0,394  for  N.  J.  G.  Co.'s  sales  in  Vineland 13,166 

Add    8,491  X  $1,394  for  C.  G.  Co.'s  sales  in  Vineland 11,836 

Combined  hypothetical  revenue  for  1914  $199,359 

The  cost  of  securing  this  revenue  is  estimated  thus: 

The  operating  expense  as  in  table  XX $181,046 

Add  for  production  expense  ( fuel,  oil )    2,734 

Add  for  distribution  and  other  expense 670 

Add  for  395  customers,  1913  $7,128 

Less  one  year's  depreciation  •  • .  • .        285 


Present  value  in  1914  $6,843 

Add  for  87  customers  in  1914 2,288 


Added  capital  for  1914   $9,131 

Depreciation  on  $9,416   376 

Interest  on  $9,131,  6.5%   593 

Interest  on  $1,051,305  @  6.5%,  table  XX 68,335 

Interest  on  hypothetical  deficit  of  $22,789 1,481 


Amount  to  be  raised  in  1914 206,235 


Hypothetical  deficit  in  1914 $5,876 

To  ascertain  the  rate  to  be  paid  by  the  retail  consumer,  deduct 
the  $4,560  received  for  industrial  gas  as  estimated  for  1914  from 
$205,235,  leaving  $200,675  to  be  raised  from  the  following  re- 
tail gas  sales,  viz.: 

TABLE  XXVm.   (1914). 

Metered  gas  sold,  as  per  table  XIX 137»869  IC.  ea.  ft. 

Add  for  C.  G.  Co.'s  sales  in  Vineland,  1914 8,491  M.  cu.  ft 

Subtotal  for  all  hypothetical  metered  gas 145,850  M.  co.  ft. 

Deduct  industrial  gas  sales  estimated  at 6,000  M.  cu.  ft. 


Leaving  hypothetical  retail  gas  sales  of  139,850  M.  cu..  ft 

Dividing  the  above  amount  of  $200,675  by  139,850  gives  a 
hypothetical  retail  rate  of  $1,435  for  1914. 

The  sales  of  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  of  Vineland  for  the 
ten  months  of  1915  for  continuation  of  this  assumption  are  not 
available,  but  a  comparison  of  the  deficit  in  table  XXV.  for 
1913,  with  that  in  table  XXVII.  for  1914,  would  seem  to  indi- 
cate that  the  deficit  for  the  year  1916,  under  assumption  (2) 
would  have  disappeared  if  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  had 
received  an  average  rate  of  $1,394  for  its  retail  gas  sales  in 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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all  its  territory^  increased  bj  the  sales  of  the  Citizens  Gas  Com- 
pany for  that  year. 

In  Be  the  Industrial  Bate  of  76  cents  per  1,000  cu.  ft. — ^A 
classification  of  the  customers  according  to  the  well-known  di- 
vision of  costs  into  customer,  demand,  and  product  used  has  not 
vet  been  made,  but  a  consideration  of  the  following  facts  will 
show  that  the  rate  of  76  cents  is  of  some  benefit  to  the  company, 
viz.,  taking  the  figures  from  the  results  for  1915  (see  table  XXI.) 
Ike  76  cents  would  pay  for  these  items,  viz.: 

TABLE  XXIX. 

Production  expense 100%  of  0.3690  is  $0.3696 

Distribution   expense    60%  of  0.1112  is  0.0556 

Commercial  expense   1%  of  0.0623  is  0.0006 

Xew  business  expense   1%  of  0.0076  is  0.0001 

General  &  miscellaneous  expense 1%  of  0.0760  is  0.0007 

Taxes,  etc    50%  of  0.0869  is  0.0436 

Depreciation   75%  of  0.2130  is  0.1597 

Subtotal 0.6298 

A  balance  towards  interest  of 0.1302 

Totol  rate 0.76 

If  this  rate  were  raised,  the  business  would  be  lost  entirely. 
The  customer  has  already  sought  diligently  for  a  reduction,  and 
has  considered  putting  in  an  independent  plant  of  his  own.  In 
such  an  event  the  company  would  have  to  assess  on  retail  gas, 
the  difference  between  the  production  expense  of  37  cents  and  the 
76  cents,  or  39  cents  per  M.  cu.  ft.,  on  a  consumption  for  1915 
of  approximately  7,000  M.  cu.  ft.,  or  $2,730.  This  sum  now 
helps  to  carry  the  excess  capacity  of  the  plant. 

From  the  foregoing  the  conclusion  is  reached : 

That  the  return  to  the  New  Jersey  Gas  Company  from  the 
sale  of  gas  at  its  present  charges  is  not  in  excess  of  a  reasonable 
return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  company's  property  used  and 
useful  in  supplying  service  to  the  public.  The  fair  value  thus 
referred  to  is  actual  value  as  determined  in  this  investigation, 
and  not  the  par  or  market  value  of  the  company's  securities. 

The  petition  in  this  proceeding  therefore  will  be  dismissed. 
An  order  will  so  enter. 

Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners.  Ralph  W.  E.  Donges, 
President;  John  J.  Treacy,  John  W.  Slocum,  Commissioners. 
P.U.R4916C. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


2ia  NEW  YORK  PUBUC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

SEW  YORK  PUBIilC  SERVICC  COMMISSION,  SBCOND  DISTRICT. 

IN  EE  COLLIERS  LIGHT,  HEAT,  &  POWER  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  5307.] 

C<nnfnis9ians  —  Jurisdiction  ^  Lighting  district  ~  Establishment. 

1.  The  New  York  Commission  cannot  determine  whether  a  light- 
ing district  in  a  town  has  been  legally  established. 

Monopoly  and  competition  ~^  Protection  of  tributary  territory  ^Vn^ 
lawful  operation -^  Diligence  in  developing  business, 

2.  The  fact  that  territory  is  tributary  to  an  existing  electric  light 
company,  and  that  it  is  operating  therein,  will  not  prevent  the  entrance 
of  another,  where  the  former  is  operating  unlawfully,  and  has  not  been 
diligent  in  developing  the  business. 

Franchises  ~^  Street  lighting  ~^  Venial  of  right  to  bid, 

3.  The  fact  that  an  electric  utility  has  not  been  given  an  opportu- 
nity to  bid  for  street  lighting  is  not  a  ground  for  refusing  the  bidder 
permission  to  exercise  a  franchise  to  furnish  such  light. 

Franchise  ^  Exercise  of -~  Who  may  object, 

4.  Permission  to  exercise  a  street  lighting  franchise  cannot  be  de* 
nied  on  a  taxpayer's  objection  that  the  grant  was  improvident. 

[February  15,  1916.] 

Petition  of  Colliers  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  under 
§  68  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  law  for  permission  to 
construct  poles,  wires,  and  appurtenances  for  electricity  in  a 
lighting  district  in  the  town  of  Oneonta,  Otsego  county,  and  for 
approval  of  the  exercise  of  rights  and  privileges  under  a  fran- 
chise to  use  highways  and  public  places  of  the  lighting  district 
received  from  the  town  board;  granted. 

Appearances:  N.  P.  Willis  and  Charles  Holland  for  the 
applicant;  J.  F.  Thompson  for  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany, and  for  the  Oneonta  Ice  Company,  a  taxpayer  in  the  pro- 
posed lighting  district  in  the  town  of  Oneonta;  Howard  Hen- 
drickson  also  for  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Company ;  Edward  H. 
Bostwick  for  certain  stockholders  of  the  Oneonta  Light  &  Power 
Company ;  D.  J.  Kilkenney  for  the  town  of  Oneonta ;  Peter  Van 
Woert  and  Fred  A.  Murdock,  justices  of  the  peace  of  the  town 
of  Oneonta  and  members  of  the  town  board  of  said  town. 

Carr,  Commissioner:     The  Colliers  Light,  Heat,  &  Power 

Company  made  application  to  this  Commission  on  November  27, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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1915,  for  permission  to  exercise  a  franchise  granted  to  it  by  the 
town  board  of  the  town  of  Oneonta  on  November  13,  1915,  to 
enable  said  company  to  furnish  electricity  for  lighting,  heating, 
and  power  purposes  in  said  town,  and  incidentally  to  light  the 
streets  in  a  certain  portion  of  said  town  which  has  been  set  off 
as  a  lighting  district  Notice  of  the  application  was  published 
in  the  Herald,  the  Star,  and  the  Oneonta  Press,  and  affidavits,  of 
such  publication  were  duly  filed  with  the  Commission.  Prior  to 
the  time  when  the  case  was  set  down  for  hearing,  the  Oneonta 
Lig:ht  &  Power  Company  notified  the  Commission  in  writing  that 
it  intended  to  oppose  this  application  and  that  it  desired  to  be 
heard.  The  basis  of  the  opposition  was  stated  to  be  the  fact 
that  the  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Company  was  ready  to  supply 
light  and  power  in  the  territory  covered  bythe  franchise  set 
forth  in  the  application,  and  that  it  objected  to  having  permis- 
sion granted  to  any  other  company  to  supply  electricity  in  the 
newly  created  lighting  district  in  that  portion  of  the  town  of  One- 
onta adjoining  the  city  of  Oneonta,  because  that  territory  would 
sooner  or  later  become  a  part  of  the  city  in  which  the  Oneonta 
Light  &  Power  Company  was  supplying  electricity  for  public 
and  private  use. 

Two  hearings  were  held  in  the  matter,  at  the  office  of  the 
Commission  in  the  city  of  Albany:  one  on  January  7,  1916, 
and  the  other  on  January  20,  1916.  At  that  time  the  application 
was  sharply  opposed  by  the  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Company 
upon  the  grounds,  firsts  that  the  portion  of  the  town  of  Oneonta 
in  which  a  franchise  had  been  granted  to  the  applicant  was  prop- 
erly within  the  territory  of  the  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany, and  that  a  portion  of  said  territory  had  within  the  past  two 
years  been  converted  from  farms  into  residence  property  and 
would  ultimately  become  a  part  of  the  city  of  Oneonta ;  second, 
that  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  pro- 
tect an  existing  company  within  its  natural  territory  so  long 
as  it  gave  proper  service  at  reasonable  rates;  third,  that  the 
Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Company  had  sought  to  gain  patrons 
in  the  territory  in  question,  and  had  during  the  summer  of  1915 
actually  constructed  its  lines  therein  and  was  furnishing  lights 
to  residents  in  that  portion  of  the  town  immediately  adjacent  to 
the  city  of  Oneonta ;  fourth,  that  it  was  able  to  supply  all  of  the 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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electricity  required  for  use  in  said  town  and  at  lower  rates  than 
those  provided  in  the  tentative  contract  made  by  the  town 
board  of  the  town  of  Oneonta  with  the  applicant ;  fifth,  that  it 
had  received  no  notice  of  the  formation  of  the  proposed  lighting 
district  in  the  town  of  Oneonta,  and  had  not  been  given  an  oppor- 
tunity to  bid  for  the  street  lighting  in  said  district,  and  that  the 
Commission  should  not  grant  the  application,  because  if  this 
were  done  it  would  result  in  approving  the  action  of  the  town  in 
entering  into  an  improvident,  burdensome  contract. 

[1]  It  was  strongly  contended  on  the  first  hearing  that  the 
lighting  district  in  question  had  not  been  legally  established. 
However  this  may  be,  it  is  not  the  province  of  the  Commission 
to  determine  whether  or  not  such  a  lighting  district  was  properly 
established,  as  that  is  a  matter  entirely  between  the  town  au- 
thorities, the  taxpayers  of  the  town,  and  the  applicant. 

[2]  The  situation  in  this  case  briefly  is  this:  The  town  of 
Oneonta  has  established  a  lighting  district  in  a  certain  portion 
of  the  town  and  has  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  applicant 
for  some  street  lighting  in  the  town.  It  is  necessary  for  the 
applicant  to  have  a  franchise  from  the  town  authorities  permit- 
ting it  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  its  transmission  and 
distribution  lines  in  the  highways  of  the  town  in  order  to  enable 
it  to  supply  such  street  lights  and  furnish  electricity  to  the  in- 
habitants of  said  lighting  district.  To  deny  the  application  on 
the  grounds  set  forth  by  the  opposition  would  be  to  deny  to  the 
town  board  of  the  town  of  Oneonta  the  right  to  contract  for  light- 
ing its  streets  in  such  a  maimer  as  might  to  it  seem  best,  due 
regard  being  had  to  the  question  of  whether  or  not  there  was 
any  company  supplying  electricity  in  that  portion  of  the  town 
at  the  time  the  lighting  district  was  established.  It  clearly  ap- 
peared on  the  hearings  that  the  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany had  never  obtained  any  franchise  authorizing  it  to  do  busi- 
ness in  the  town  of  Oneonta.  It  also  appeared  that  it  was  do- 
ing business  in  a  certain  portion  of  the  town  adjacent  to  the 
city  of  Oneonta  without  any  legal  right  or  authority.  On  such 
a  state  of  facts  it  is  not  entitled  to  demand  protection  on  the 
ground  that  the  territory  in  question  belongs  to  it  because  it  is 
doing  business  therein  in  the  manner  stated.  The  fact  that  the 
town  of  Oneonta  adjoins  the  city  of  Oneonta  does  not  in  and  of 
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itself  make  this  the  protected  territory  of  the  Oneonta  Light  & 
Power  Company  when  it  is  not  doing  business  therein  lawfully 
and  has  taken  no  steps  to  obtain  any  rights  therein  prior  to  the 
time  wh^i  another  company  comes  along  and  obtains  the  neces- 
saiy  authority  to  enable  it  to  supply  electricity  for  lighting, 
heating,  and  power  purposes  in  said  town.  It  has  never  been 
the  policy  of  the  Commission  to  protect  an  existing  con^ipany  in 
its  natural  territory,  except  when  an  earnest  effort  has  been 
made  to  acquire  the  business  available  in  said  territory ;  nor  has 
it  been  the  practice  of  the  Commission,  where  another  company 
in  good  faith  seeks  to  obtain  permission  to  do  business  in  a  cer- 
tain territory,  to  prevent  it  from  so  doing  because  eventually  this 
territory  might  be  supplied  by  another  company  doing  business 
in  an  adjoining  municipality.  Every  electric  light  company 
that  is  progressive  in  its  management  is  seeking  for  all  available 
business  without  waiting  for  some  other  company  to  enter  the 
field  and  thus  give  notice  that  there  is  business  which  seems  to  be 
attractive  and  to  offer  an  available  field  for  development  In  this 
particular  instance,  if  there  is  a  territory  which  would  seem  to 
justify  another  company  in  endeavoring  to  obtain  the  business 
therein,  it  would  certainly  seem  as  though  the  Oneonta  company, 
which  has  been  doing  business  in  the  adjoining  territory  for 
many  years,  should  at  least  have  made  some  effort  to  develop 
such  business  before  another  company  undertook  so  to  do.  How- 
ever, the  record  seems  to  indicate  that  the  Oneonta  company 
was  not  desirous  of  extending  its  lines  in  the  town  of  Oneonta, 
so  that  it  cannot  now  complain  becaxme  the  applicant  seeks  to 
obtain  permission  to  exercise  a  franchise  which  has  been  granted 
to  it  in  due  course. 

[3]  It  may  properly  be  said  that  the  Oneonta  company  was 
not  entitled  as  a  matter  of  right  to  any  notice  from  the  town 
board  of  the  intention  to  establish  a  lighting  district  in  said 
town,  nor  was  there  any  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  town  board 
to  give  the  Oneonta  company  any  notice  of  intention  to  make  a 
contract  for  lighting  the  streets  in  the  proposed  lighting  district. 
It  may  be  assumed  in  cases  such  as  this  that  the  officials  compos- 
ing the  town  board  of  a  town  will  do  what  in  their  judgment  is 
best  for  the  taxpayers  of  the  town,  and  not  otherwise.  In  this 
case  the  town  authorities  were  represented  at  the  hearing  and 
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gave  the  application  their  support,  thus  indicating  to  the  Com- 
mission that  they  felt  that  the  application  should  be  granted.  If 
the  Oneonta  oompany  bad  been  lawfully  engaged  in  business  in 
that  portion  of  the  town  in  question,  and  had  been  diligent  in 
endeavoring  to  develop  the  territory,  the  Commission  would 
undoubtedly  have  declined  to  grant  this  present  application. 
However^  such  a  state  of  affairs  does  not  exist,  and  upon  the 
facts  presented  there  is  no  good  reason  for  denying  the  applica- 
tion. 

[4]  The  Oneonta  Ice  Company,  which  appeared  as  a  taxpayer 
in  the  district,  has  no  standing  before  this  Commission  in  this 
particular  matter,  because  the  Conmiission  has  no  jurisdiction 
to  try  out  actions  in  which  taxpayers  in  a  town  allege  that  their 
town  board  is  making  improvident  contracts  on  behalf  of  the 
town. 

Certain  stockholders  of  the  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany also  appeared  by  counsel,  but  nothing  was  presented  to  the 
Commission  which  indicated  that  any  of  their  rights  were  being 
violated. 

The  whole  proposition  resolved  itself  down  into  one  where 
an  existing  corporation  slept  on  its  opportunities  too  long  and 
thereby  enabled  another  company  to  enter  a  territory  which 
should  have  been  developed  by  it.  No  public  service  corporation 
has  the  right  to  assume  that  its  natural  territory  will  be  kept 
sacred  and  inviolate  for  it  alone  until  such  time  as  it  determines 
that  some  development  should  be  undertaken  therein  regardless 
of  the  desires  or  requirements  of  the  public.  The  wishes  and 
needs  of  the  people  are  paramount,  and  when  a  situation  develops 
where  the  inhabitants  of  a  community  desire  to  have  electricity 
for  use  in  their  homes  and  to  light  their  streets,  and  they  are 
able  to  obtain  it  at  satisfactory  rates,  the  Commission  should  aid 
them  in  every  reasonable  way,  having  at  all  times  of  course  due 
regard  for  the  rights  of  all  interested  parties. 

Under  all  the  circumstances,  therefore,  we  have  determined 
that  the  application  should  be  granted,  and  that  the  relief  asked 
for  by  the  Oneonta  Light  &  Power  Company  must  be  denied. 

All  concur. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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KEW  TORK  PUBIilG  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  FIRST  DISTRICT. 

IN  BE  NEW  YORK  RAILWAYS  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  1305.] 

Orders  —  J^epreciatityn  —  Modification  >—  Pendency  of  certiorari. 

An  amount  ordered  to  be  set  aside  for  depreciation  and  main- 
tenance of  a  street  railway  will  not  be  ordered  reduced  pending  cer- 
tiorari to  review  the  legality  of  the  order. 

(Cbam,  Commissioner,  dissents.) 
[July  27,  1915.] 

Petition  for  the  modification  of  an  order  requiring  the  New 
York  Railways  Company  to  set  aside  20  per  cent  of  gross  oper- 
ating revenues  for  depreciation  and  maintenance,  by  requiring 
the  per  cent  to  be  based  only  on  the  passenger  revenue ;  denied. 

Appearances:  O.  C.  Semple  and  H.  M.  Chamberlain  for  the 
Commission ;  James  L.  Quackenbush,  William  M.  Coleman,  and 
Richard  Reid  Rogers  for  the  New  York  Railways  Company. 

"Wood,  Commissioner:  This  is  a  petition  by  New  York  Rail- 
ways Company,  intervener,  herein  dated  December  21,  1914,  for 
an  order  modifying  an  order  of  the  Commission  made  upon  re- 
hearing December  10,  1912.  The  petition  states  that  the  com- 
pany, feeling  aggrieved  by  the  order,  has  instituted  proceedings 
by  certiorari  to  review  the  order  as  being  unauthorized  and 
ille^l;  and  that  the  proceeding  is  still  pending  undetermined  in 
the  supreme  court.  The  petition,  however,  asks  that  the  order  be 
modified  nunc  pro  tunc  as  of  January  1,  1912,  but  without 
prejudice  to  the  proceedings  taken  by  the  company  to  review  the 
order. 

I  think  the  petition  should  be  denied  without  prejudice  to  a 
further  application  when  the  court  shall  have  given  its  decision 
in  the  proceeding  by  certiorari  to  review  such  order  or  in  the 
case  hrought  by  the  company  through  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  re- 
view the  decision  of  the  Commission  in  case  No.  1560,  reported 
in  volume  3,  Public  Service  Commission  Reports,  First  District, 
page  397,  usually  described  as  the  "Stepless  Car  Case." 

This  is  the  Metropolitan  Reorganization  Case,  in  which  the 
opinions  of  the  Commission  are  reported  in  volume  3,  Public 
P.UJEL1916C. 
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Service  Commission  Reports,  pages  113  and  453.  In  this  case 
the  Commission  made  three  orders  as  follows : 

January  24,  1912,  an  order  authorizing  an  issue  of  stock  and 
bonds;. 

February  27,  1912,  an  order  consenting  to  two  mortgages 
securing  the  bonds ; 

February  27,  1912,  an  order  requiring  the  company  (1)  to 
provide  out  of  income  an  amortization  fund  to  make  up  the  dif- 
ference between  the  value  of  the  property  mortgaged  and  the 
face  value  of  the  bonds  and  stock  of  the  company  authorized  by 
the  Commission  to  be  issued,  and  (2),  to  expend  or  to  set  aside 
each  month  beginning  January  1,  1912,  for  maintenance  and 
depreciation  a  sum  at  least  equal  to  20  per  cent  of  the  gross 
operating  revenues  for  such  month. 

On  December  10,  1912,  after  a  rehearing  application  by  the 
Xew  York  Railways  Company,  the  Commission  modified  the 
last  order  so  as  to  omit  the  requirements  described  as  (1)  above 
and  to  retain  and  continue  the  requirement  described  in  (2) 
above.  This  is  the  order  to  which  the  present  petition  is  ad- 
dressed. The  petition  sets  out  as  a  basis  for  the  claim  for  a 
modification  of  the  order  that  while  the  company  has  complied 
with  the  order  and  has  set  aside  the  20  per  cent  of  the  gross  oper- 
ating revenue  amounting  in  all  from  January  1,  1912,  to  October 
31,  1914,  to  $7,868,007.62,  the  company  has  spent  $6,244,140.- 
45  for  maintenance,  and  has  left  a  balance  in  the  reserve  amount- 
ing to  $1,623,867.17,  which  the  company  states  in  the  petition 
is  more  than  sufficient  to  provide  for  all  depreciation  that  has 
accrued  in  the  prpperties  of  the  petitioner  during  the  period 
from  January  1,  1912,  to  October  31,  1914.  It  is  stated  that 
if  the  20  per  cent  required  to  be  deducted  had  been  based  upon 
the  gross  passenger  revenue  instead  of  upon  the  gross  operating 
revenue,  there  would  have  accumulated  from  the  reserve  $1,- 
348,867,  which  the  company  states  will  be  amply  sufficient  to 
take  care  of  all  depreciation  accruing  during  the  period.  The 
modification  of  the  order  which  the  company  asks,  therefore, 
is  that  the  order  be  changed  so  as  to  provide  that  the  amount 
required  to  be  expended  or  set  aside  for  maintenance  and  de- 
preciation shall  be  a  sum  at  least  equal  to  20  per  cent  of  the 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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grass  passenger  revenue  for  each  month,  instead  of  20  per  cent 
of  the  gross  operating  revenue. 

It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mission now  is  whether  the  sum  accumulated  at  20  per  cent  of 
the  gross  operating  revenue  is  more  than  suflScient  to  provide  for 
depreciation  that  has  accrued  in  the  properties  during  the  period. 

The  opinions  of  the  Commission  in  the  Stepless  Car  Case, 
reported  in  volume  3,  Public  Service  Commission  Reports,  page 
397,  and  volume  5  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Keports, 
page  92  (on  rehearing),  considered  very  carefully  some  of  the 
questions  affecting  the  depreciation  which  the  company  must 
necessarily  provide  for.  Inasmuch  as  a  writ  of  certiorari  has 
been  allowed  to  review  the  determinations  of  the  Commission  in 
that  ease,  and  a  writ  of  certiorari  has  been  allowed  to  review  the 
order  in  the  present  case,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  pending 
the  decision  upon  these  important  questions  the  Commission 
should  at  the  present  time  undertake  to  modify  the  requirements 
of  the  order  of  December  10,  1912,  as  prayed  for  by  the  New 
York  Railways  Company  in  their  present  petition. 

Williams  and  Hayward,  Conmiissioners,  concurring;  Cram, 
Commissioner,  dissenting;  McCall,  Chairman,  not  voting. 


JfE^Bfr  YORK  SUPREME  COURT,  APPELLATE  DIVISION,  THIRD 

DEPARTMENT. 

PEOPLE  EX  EEL.  NEW  YOEK  CENTRAL  &  HUDSON 
RIVER  RAILROAD  COMPANY  et  al. 

V. 

NEW  YORK  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  SECOND 
DISTRICT,  et  al. 


IN  RE  FRONTIER  &  WESTERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

(—  App.  Div.  — ,  156  N.  Y  Supp.  1023.) 

C^tnniissions — Powers  —  Location  of  railroad. 

There  is  no  such  substantial  variance  between  a  northerly  railroad 
terminus  fixed  hj  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  that  authorized 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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in  the  certificate  of  incorporation  as  to  make  the  action  of  the  CommiB- 
sion  void  within  the  rule  that  the  Commission  is  bound  by  the  descrip- 
tion in  the  certificate,  where  the  real  objective  northerly  point  is  com- 
plied with,  where  the  certificate  fixes  the  easterly  or  westerly  location 
approximately  only,  and  where  the  terminus  of  the  Commission  route 
is  only  1,700  feet  east  of  that  described  in  the  certificate. 

[January  6,  1916.] 

(Cochrane,  J.,  dissents.) 

Certiorari  to  review  determination  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission,  Second  District,  awarding  to  the  Frontier  &  West- 
ern Railroad  Company  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity; 
writ  dismissed. 

Argued  before  Lyon,  Howard,  Woodward,  and  Cochrane,  JJ. 

Appearances:  Hoyt  &  Spratt  for  New  York  Central  & 
Hudson  River  Railroad  Company;  Rogers,  Locke,  &  Babcock 
for  Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.;  Moot,  Sprague,  Brownell,  & 
Marcy  for  Erie  Railroad  Company;  Kenefick,  Cooke,  Mitchell, 
&  Bass  (Maurice  C.  Spratt  of  counsel),  for  Lehigh  Valley  Rail- 
road Company ;  John  L.  Romer  for  certain  landowners ;  John  L. 
Ahem,  in  pro.  per.;  Williams,  Minard,  &  Howell  for  Wood  & 
Brooks  Company ;  Ledyard  P.  Hale  for  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion; Clinton,  Clinton,  &  Striker  (George  Clinton,  Sr.,  of  coun- 
sel), for  residents  and  taxpayers;  William  S.  Rann,  corporation 
counsel  (Harry  D.  Sanders  of  counsel),  for  relator  city  of  Buff- 
alo; White  &  Babcock  (Edward  P.  White  of  counsel),  for  relator 
King  Sewing  Machine  Company ;  Edward  W.  Hatch  and  Frank 
B.  Church  for  respondent  Frontier  &  Western  Railroad  Com- 
pany. 

Per  Curiam: 

This  application,  by  certiorari,  seeks  review  of  the  determin- 
ation of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  Second  District,  award- 
ing to  the  Frontier  &  Western  Railroad  Company  a  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity,  under  §  9  of  the  Railroad  Law 
(Consol.  Laws,  chap.  49;  Laws  of  1910,  chap.  481),  and  §  53, 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law  (ConsoL  Laws,  chap.  48 ;  Laws 
of  1910,  chap.  480).  The  application  presents  not  only  the  pro- 
priety of  the  granting  of  any  certificate,  but  also  assails  the 
power  of  the  Commission  to  fix  the  particular  route  it  has  ap- 
proved and  as  to  which  it  has  granted  its  certificate. 
P.U.R.idi6C. 
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The  efforts  of  the  respondent  railroad  company  to  procure  a 
certificate  of  the  Commission  have  heretofore  brought  the  con- 
troversy before  the  appellate  division  of  the  fourth  department. 
Re  Frontier  &  W.  R  Co.  155  App.  Div.  57,  139  N.  Y.  Supp. 
627.  The  history  of  the  project  and  the  essential  facts  are  all 
sufficiently  therein  set  forth.  In  that  decision  the  court  pointed 
out  the  scope  of  the  authority  of  the  Public  Service  Commission, 
upon  applications  of  this  character,  and  particularly  with  refer- 
ence to  the  route  of  the  contemplated  railroad.  The  conclusion 
was  there  reached  that  the  Commission  had  authority  to  consider 
and  approve  any  route  for  the  railroad  which  left  unchanged  the 
termini  of  the  road. 

As  there  pointed  out,  it  is  the  description  of  the  proposed  line, 
as  embodied  in  the  certificate  of  incorporation,  which  forms  the 
sole  limitation  to  the  investigation  of  the  Commission,  and  such 
general  identification  is  not  required  to,  and  does  not  in  this  in- 
stance, proceed  further  than  a  location  of  the  two  ends  of  the  line. 

Following  that  decision,  the  matter  was  remanded  to  the  Com- 
mission for  determination  of  the  question  of  convenience  and 
necessity,  under  the  rule  there  indicated,  and  the  order  was  later 
enlarged  to  admit  of  the  taking  of  further  evidence  upon  such 
rehearing.  Voluminous  additional  proof  has  been  taken,  and  the 
Commission  has  now  approved  a  route  for  the  line,  designated 
as  the  A-B-C  route.  It  is  now  urged  that  such  route  is  at  vari- 
ance with  the  route  designated  in  the  certificate  of  incorporation, 
and  hence  without  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  approve, 
within  the  rule  as  laid  down  by  the  appellate  divisiion  in  the 
fourth  department.  In  connection  with  this  claim  it  appears 
that  the  southerly  terminus  of  the  A-B-C  route  is  identical  with 
that  described  in  the  certificate  of  incorporation,  and  hence  the 
aole  question  of  variance  in  the  location  of  the  termini,  between 
the  route  approved  and  that  specified  in  the  certificate  of  incor- 
poration, arises  with  reference  to  the  northerly  terminus. 

The  certificate  of  incorporation  describes  this  northerly  term- 
inus as  being  60  feet  northerly  of  the  southerly  line  of  lot  44, 
in  the  town  of  Tonawanda,  and  about  500  feet  westerly  of  the 
westerly  line  of  the  right  of  way  of  the  Niagara  Falls  branch  of 
the  Xew  York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad.     It  further 

identifies  that  point  as  being  in  the  center  line  of  the  Buffalo 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Frontier  Terminal  Railroad  (a  contemplated  and  heretofore 
approved  line).  Upon  the  A-B-C  or  approved  route  this  term- 
inus is  identified  as  being  about  1,200  feet  easterly  of  the  New 
York  Central  &  Hudson  River  Railroad,  and  there  is  further  in- 
dicated another  connection  some  700  feet  westerly  of  that  right 
of  way. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  certificate  fixes  the  distance  from  the 
New  York  Central  lands  approximately  only,  and  that  the  real 
objective  point,  in  this  location;  is  the  line  of  the  Buffalo  Fron- 
tier Terminal  Railroad.  Nor  was  there  need  of  fixing  the  loca- 
tion of  this  terminus  with  the  degree  of  exactitude  followed  by 
this  certificate.  Section  2  of  the  Railroad  Law  controls  the  con- 
tents of  the  certificate  of  incorporation,  and  merely  requires 
such  to  state  the  termini  and  length  of  the  road  and  the  counties 
through  which  same  is  to  run.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  real 
objective  is  identified  as  the  line  of  the  Buffalo  &  Frontier  Term- 
inal, and  that  the  point  of  intersection  with  such  line  is  some- 
what indefinitely  described  in  the  articles  of  incorporation,  we 
feel  at  liberty  to  hold  that  there  has  been  no  substantial  variance 
in  the  location  of  this  northerly  terminus. 

With  the  location  of  the  line  between  the  termini,  we  are  not 
concerned,  and  the  selection  of  the  route  approved  lies,  therefore, 
wholly  within  the  power  of  the  Commission.  A  careful  examina- 
tion of  the  new  evidence,  taken  since  the  hearing  before  the  ap- 
pellate division,  fourth  department,  discloses  nothing  leading  to 
a  contrary  conclusion  than  there  reached.  The  determination  of 
the  Commission  as  to  necessity,  including  the  prospective  busi- 
ness success  of  the  project,  seems  well  founded  in  the  proof,  and 
we  find  no  reason  for  disturbing  its  conclusions. 

Determination  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  confirmed, 
with  $50  costs  and  disbursements,  and  writ  dismissed* 

Cochrane,  J.,  dissents. 


NORTH  DAKOTA  BOARD   OF  RAIIiROAD   COMMISSIONERS.     . 

m  BE  COMPULSORY  CHARGE  FOR  GRAIN  STORAGE. 

ComtnisMcna -^  Powers -^  statutes '•^  Rates  for  grain  storage. 

Section  3116  of  the  North  Dakota  Revised  Codes  of  1913,  which 
provides  for  a  maximum  charge  for  grain  storage,  precludes  the  Commis- 
P.U.R.1916C. 

Digitized  by  ^OO^lt! 


IN  RE  COMPULSORY  CHARGE.  223 

Bion  from  making  any  rule  requiring  warehouses  to  charge  for  storage, 
in  the  absence  of  a  showing  that  free  storage  results  in  abuses  of  the 
antidiscrimination  act. 

[February  9,  1916.] 

A  CONFERENCE  to  determine  whether  the  charging  of  storage 
on  grain  should  be  made  compulsory  was  held  upon  the  request 
of  a  number  of  grain  elevators,  and  it  appearing  that  no  specific 
violation  of  the  antidiscrimination  act  was  alleged,  the  Commis- 
sion held  that  it  was  neither  possible  nor  feasible  to  make  any 
ruling  regarding  any  fused  charge  for  the  handling  or  storage  of 
grain. 

By  the  Board:  Pursuant  to  the  request  of  a  number  of  ele- 
vators concerned  in  determining  the  question  whether  the  charg- 
ing of  storage  on  grain  should  be  made  compulsory,  the  Commis- 
sion held  a  conference  in  Fargo  in  the  Commercial  Club  rooms 
on  February  9,  to  which  were  invited  all  corporations  and  indi- 
viduals engaged  in  the  storage  and  shipping  of  grain  within  this 
state,  and  that  conference  was  quite  generally  attended  by  repre- 
sentatives of  all  three  classes  of  elevators  within  the  state,  that 
is  to  say,  the  line  companies,  independent  elevator  companies, 
and  farmers'  companies. 

The  representatives  of  the  line  companies  and  independent 
companies,  and  also  of  those  fanners^  companies  which  do  not 
distribute  their  dividends  upon  the  patronage  basis,  were  quite 
generally  in  favor  of  a  rule  regarding  the  uniform  charge  for 
the  storage  and  handling  of  grain  where  it  is  not  purchased  at  the 
time  of  delivery  by  the  warehousemen.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
representatives  of  those  elevators  which  are  organized  upon  a 
mutual  or  co-operative  basis,  and  perhaps  more  nearly  represent- 
ing the  grain  growers  themselves  than  any  other  class  of  ware- 
housemen, opposed  the  establishment  of  any  such  rule,  although 
they  themselves  might  be  at  the  time  charging  storage,  their  con- 
tention being  that  each  elevator  should  be  permitted  to  manage 
its  own  business  according  to  its  own  methods  so  long  as  it  com- 
plied with  the  law  and  regulations  enacted  by  the  Commission. 

Those  favoring  a  compulsory  storage  charge  took  the  position 
that  the  storage  of  grain  involved  the  necessary  outlay  of  labor 
and  expense  which  must  be  paid  for  in  some  way,  and  if  not  paid 
by  a  reasonable  and  legitimate  charge  made  directly  against  the 
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person  storing  the  grain,  it  would  have  to  be  absorbed  from  the 
price  paid  or  from  the  profits  of  the  business  in  some  way,  if 
the  business  was  to  be  profitable;  and  they  further  contended 
that  the  granting  of  free  storage  was  an  unfair  method  of  compe- 
tition and  amounted  to  discrimination  in  the  buying  of  grain, 
which  in  its  effect  was  demoralizing  to  the  grain  trade.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  exponents  of  the  free-storage  idea  contended  that 
this  enabled  the  farmers  to  store  their  grain  at  the  primary  mark- 
et during  the  busy  season  and  fall,  and  avoided  glutting  the 
market  with  grain  at  any  one  time,  and  permitting  the  distri- 
bution of  the  products^of  the  farm  over  a  larger  space  of  time, 
and  resulting  in  the  farmers  themselves  realizing  larger  proceeds 
from  their  grain. 

While  the  Commission  is  impressed  with  each  of  the  conten- 
tions, first,  that  a  uniform  rule  is  desirable  in  order  to  prevent 
any  chance  of  discrimination;  and,  second,  that  on  the  other 
hand  the  farmer  should  be  encouraged  to  hold  his  grain  from 
the  market,  if  he  so  desired,  until  such  time  as  the  market  would 
be  right,  yet  a  careful  reading  of  the  statute  convinces  us  that 
it  prohibits  the  Commission  from  making  any  such  rule  in  the 
absence  of  a  showing  that  the  granting  of  free  storage  results  in 
abuses  which  amount  to  a  violation  of  the  antidiscrimination  act. 
Revised  Codes  1913,  §  3116,  provides  that  the  charge  for  stor- 
ing and  handling  of  grain  shall  not  exceed  certain  rates  therein 
set  forth,  and  it  would  unquestionably  appear  from  this  pro- 
vision that  there  would  be  no  way  to  fix  a  uniform  charge  either 
at  the  maximum  rate,  or  any  other  intermediate  point  down  to 
nothing;  hence,  if  a  warehouseman  prefers  to  store  his  custom- 
er's grain  for  nothing,  the  law  would  seem  to  grant  him  this 
privilege. 

While  the  Commission  would  insist  upon  its  jurisdiction  to 
make  a  rule  which  would  prevent  any  abuses  growing  out  of 
this  practice  that  would  violate  the  spirit  or  letter  of  the  anti- 
discrimination act,  before  we  would  be  justified  in  taking  such 
a  step  we  would  have  to  be  thoroughly  convinced  that  evils  of 
this  sort  existed;  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  although  ware- 
housemen of  the  state  were  quite  generally  represented  at  the 
conference,  no  specific  complaint  was  made,  and  the  Commission 
having  received  no  complaint  from  the  grain  producers  which 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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wotdd  be  traceable  to  any  such  evil,  we  are  constrained  to  hold 
that  it  is  neither  possible  nor  feasible  at  this  time  to  make  any 
ruling  or  r^ulation  regarding  any  fixed  charge  for  the  storing 
and  handling  of  grain  on  the  part  of  the  warehousemen. 

However,  the  Commission  feels  that  the  conference  was  not 
without  substantial  and  valuable  results,  because  the  exchange  of 
ideas  and  views  on  part  of  both  the  Commission  and  the  ware- 
housemen engaged  in  the  storage  of  grain  must  necessarily  result 
m  benefit  to  both. 


OKIAHOHA  CORPOBATIOK  COMMISSIOH. 

CITIZENS  GAS  COMPANY 

V. 

'  HENBY  OIL  COMPANY. 

[Cause  Na.  2398;  Ordsr  No.  IOCS.] 

DiteHminaHon^ Service  ^Natural     gas -^  Preference     of     domeetic 
over  inOuetrial  um. 

A  producing  company,  having  sufficient  nsibaral  gas  and  pre8sure> 
to  continue  to  supply  a  company  distributing  it  for  domestic  use,  can- 
not nnduly  divert  gas  to  industries,  paying  a  higher  rate,  where  the 
difltrilmtor  may  be  ordered  to  pay  an  adequate  price. 

'     [December  28,  1915.] 

CoifPLAraT  by  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  to  i*eq»Jr^  the 
Henry  Oil  Company  to  maintain  sufficient  pressure  to  suppljr  an 
adequate  amount  of  gas  for  distributioii  to  the  inhabitants  of 
the  city  of  Nowata ;  ordered  that  defendant  furnish  an  adequate; 
supply  and  pressure,  and  that  complainant  accept  the  gas  and 
pay  an  adequate  price  therefor. 

By  the  Commission:  The  complainant,  the  Citizens  Gas 
Company,  filed  herein  its  complaint  against  the  Henry  Oil  Com- 
pany, which,  omitting  the  caption,  is  in  words  and  figures  as 
foDows: 

"Comes  now  the  Citizens  Gas  Company,  the  complainant. 
herein,  and  for  cause  of  action  against  the  defendant,  the  Henry 
Oil  Company,  alleges  and  states: 

"That  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  is  a  corporation  duly  ol> 
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ganized  und  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  stiate  of  Oklahoma, 
and  that  the  defendant,  the  Henry  Qil  Company,  ifl  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  South  Dakota  and  an^ 
thorized  to  transact  business  in  the  state  of  Oklahonia. 

'^That  the  complainant,  the  Citizens  Gas  Company,  is  the 
owner  of  a  franchise  authorizing  it  to  transmit  over  the  streets 
of  the  city  of  Nowata  and  distribute  to  the  city  of  Nowata  and 
the  inhabitants  thereof  natural  gas;  that  in  order  to* insure  an 
adequate  supply  of  gas,  under  date  of  December  21,  1906,  the 
Citizens  Gas  Company  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Henry 
Oil  Company,  the  defendant  herein,  ^whereby  and  under  the 
terms  of  which  contract  the  Henry  Oil  Company  agreed  to  fur- 
nish to  the  .Citizens  Gas  Company  stn  ade^udte  M|;^ly  of  gas 
for  the  city  of  Nowata;  that  that  contract  was  modified  by  a 
supplemental  contract  entered  into  on  the  1st  day  of  September, 
1910,  by  the  terms  of  which  contract  the  said,  the  Henry  Oil 
Company,  agreed  to  supply  to  the'  Citizens  Gas  Company  an 
adequate  supply  of  gaj^  for  the  city  of  Nowata, 

"That  subsequent  to  the  supplemental  agreement  for  the-  ?up- 
ply  of  gas,  the  Henry  Oil  Company  was  unable  from- its  then 
existing  leases  in  township  24,  range  14,  to  furnish  an  adequate 
gas  pressure  into  the  main  lines  of  the  Citizens  Gas  Company, 
and,  by  agreement  and  by  order  of  the  Corporation  Conmdsaion, 
the  Citizens  Gas  Company  was  authorized  and  did  make  con- 
nection with  the  pump  station  then  and  now  owned  and  main- 
tained fcy  the  Henry  Oil  Company  in  township  24,*  range  14,  in 
Washington  county.   . 

"That  under  tJie  terms  and  conditions  of  the  original  and  sup- 
plemental contracts  entered  into  between  the  Citizens  Gas  Com- 
pany and  the  Henry  Oil  Company,  the  said,  the  Henry  Oil 
Company,  was  to  supply  a  pressure  of  160  pounds,  and  that  that 
pressure  would  have  been  ample  to  transmit  gas  from  tjie  holdings 
of  the  Henry  Oil  Company  into  the  city  of  Nowata ;  that  after  the- 
connection  of  the  main  line  of  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  with 
the  pump  station  in  said  township  24,  range  14,  the  Henry  Oil 
Company  has  continued  to  keep  the  gate  in.  their  maia  line  lead- 
ing to  the  city  of  Bartlesville  open  to  such  an  extent  that  it  would' 
only  leave  a  pressure  on  the  main  gas  line  of  the  Citizens  Oas 
Company  of  85  pounds ;  that  owing  to  the  length  of  the  line  from 
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the  pump  station  to  the  city  of  Nowata  being  approximately  14 
miles>  35  pounds'  pressure  is  not  adequate  to  bring  into  the  city 
of  Xowata  a  sufficient  supply  of  gas  to  supply  the  inhabitants  of 
said  city  of  Nowata;  that  there  are  now  connected  to  the  Citi- 
zens Gas  Company's  lines  954  consumers  of  gas,  and  while  the 
pressure  of  35  pounds  might  be  adequate  to  bring  enough  gas 
into  the  city  of  Nowata  for  the  hot  period  of  the  year,  it  is  en- 
tirely inadequate  for  the  cold  weather  which  is  now  approaching, 
and  complainant  would  show  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  main- 
tain a  gas  pressure  at  the  pump  station  in  the  lines  of  the  com- 
plainant herein  of  at  least  60  pounds  in  order  to  permit  the  com- 
plainant to  fulfil  its  obligations  to  the  city  of  Nowata  and  the 
inhabitants  thereof,  and  to  furnish  an  adequate  supply  of  gas. 

"The  complainant  would  further  show  that  the  gas  that  comes 
into  the  city  of  Nowata  is  used  for  domestic  purposes,  and  that 
all  gas  that  is  transmitted  through  the  other  line  of  the  Henry 
Oil  Company  to  the  city  of  Bartlesville  is  used  by  the  smelters 
for  manufacturing  purposes,  and  it  therefore  alleges  that  the  gas 
should  first  be  supplied  for  domestic  purposes  in  preference  to 
being  supplied  for  manufacturing  purposes.  il 

"The  complainant  would  further  state  that  it  has,  by  its 
agents  and  servants,  searched  the  entire  available  supply  of  gas 
in  the  neighborhood  of  Nowata,  and  has  attempted  to  get  gas  at 
other  points,  but  that  there  is  at  this  time  no  available  supply  of 
gas  that  could  be  depended  upon  to  supply  the  inhabitants  of  the 
city  of  Nowata. 

"Wherefore,  complainant  prays  for  an  order  of  this  Commis- 
sion to  require  the  Henry  Oil  Company  to  maintain  an  ample 
pressure  at  its  pump  station,  as  aforesaid,  to  supply  an  adequate 
amount  of  gas  for  distribution  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of 
Xowata,  and  for  such  other  relief  as  the  Commission  may  find 
the  complainant  is  entitled  to." 

After  the  filing  of  said  petition  and  service  on  the  defendant, 
the  catise  came  on  for  hearing  on  November  24,  1915,  the  com- 
plainant being  present  by  W.  A.  Chase,  attorney,  and  by  J.  E. 
Jones,  manager;  and  the  defendant  being  present  by  W.  P. 
Henry,  representative  thereof.  Testimony  was  offered,  heard, 
and  considered,  and  the  Commission  authorized  J.  F.  York  and 
H.  E.  Musson,  experts  and  employees  of  the  Commission,  to 
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proceed  to  Nowata,  Oklahoma,  and  to  the  Hogshooter  Gas  Field, 
and  make  an  investigation  and  report  all  conditions  involved  in 
this  case.  The  said  parties,  York  &  Musson,  made  an  inspection 
as  ordered,  and  thereafter  filed  herein  their  report. 

The  Commission,  npon  consideration  of  the  matters  herein  in- 
volved, finds  that  the  allegations  contained  in  the  petition  of  com- 
plainant are  substantially  true;  that  the  Citizens  Gas  Company 
owns  a  distributing  plant  in  the  city  of  Nowata,  and  that  the 
Henry  Oil  Company  owns  gas-producing  property  in  the  Hog- 
shooter field  and  elsewhere;  that  in  December,  1906,  the  Citizens 
Gas  Company  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Henry  Oil  Com- 
pany, which  contract  was  modified  and  supplemented  by  another 
in  September,  1910 ;  that  by  these  writings  the  Henry  Oil  Com- 
pany undertook  to  supply  to  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  gas  for 
distribution  by  the  plant  of  the  latter,  in  the  city  of  Nowata, 
Oklahoma ;  that  pursuant  to  the  writing  of  December,  1906,  the 
Citizens  Gas  Company  built  a  pipe  line  from  the  city  of  Nowata 
to  the  Hogshooter  field,  a  distance  of  14  miles,  and  that  since 
the  completion  of  said  pipe  line,  and  under  the  contracts  afore- 
said, the  Henry  Oil  Company  has  supplied  to  the  Citizais  Gas 
Company  gas  for  distribution  in  the  city  of  Nowata. 

The  Commission  further  finds  that  the  defendant  company 
owns  a  pumping  station  in  the  Hogshooter  field,  and  is  supplying 
gas  in  large  quantities  to  certain  smelters  in  the  city  of  Bardes- 
ville,  and  that  in  so  doing  it  is  failing,  neglecting,  and  thus  re- 
fusing to  furnish  an  adequate  supply  for  use  for  domestic  pur- 
poses at  Nowata ;  that  the  gas  distributed  at  Nowata  is  used  for 
domestic  purposes  while  that  sold  by  the  defendant  company  to 
the  smelters  is  used  for  industrial  purposes. 

In  Order  802,  Lost  Trail  Min.  Co.  v.  Quapaw  Gas  Co.  thia 
Commission  held  that  domestic  service  should  be  preferred  to 
industrial  service,  and  that  under  circumstances  such  as  to  render 
the  gas  supply  inadequate  for  both  domestic  and  industrial  use, 
the  supply  should  be  conserved  for  and  applied  to  domestic  use. 

In  Order  876,  Nowata  v.  Citizens  Gas  Co.  wherein  the  de- 
fendant  in  the  present  cause  was  also  involved,  this  Commission 
made  findings  of  fact  and  order  as  follows: 

^'The  citizens  of  Nowata  filed  complaint  against  the  Citizcftia 
Oas  Company  of  Nowata,  alleging  that  said  company  was  fur- 
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nishing  an  inadequate  supply  of  gas.  The  case  was  heard  and 
an  order  made  requiring  the  defendant  to  furnish  an  adequate 
supply  of  gas  for  the  reasonable  necessities  of  the  public. 

''A  second  case  was  filed,  wherein  it  appears  that  the  Citizens 
Gas  Company  had  made  arrangements  with  the  other  defendants 
in  this  case  to  supply  the  gas  to  it  that  it  might  perform  its  duties 
to  the  public  in  a  more  adequate  manner. 

'It  appears  that  the  Citizens  Qas  Company  of  Nowata  has  a 
franchise  and  is  supplying  the  city  of  Nowata  with  gas;  that 
4e  Henry  Oil  Company,  the  Henry  Gas  Company,  and  Robert 
L.  Henry  have  contracted  with  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  to  as- 
sist in  the  supplying  of  gas  to  the  citizens  of  Nowata.  Certain 
contracts  were  introduced  in  evidence.  The  Commission  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  enforcement  of  contracts. 

''Without  going  into  any  extensive  authority,  when  a  public 
service  corporation  or  an  individual  undertakes  to  supply  a  com- 
munity with  transportation  or  transmission  service  or  with  gas 
service,  the  public  acquires  an  interest  in  the  use  of  the  property, 
whether  it  is  private  or  public  property.  In  this  case,  however, 
the  gas-pipe  lines  of  all  the  defendants  being  public  service  prop- 
erty, when  they  undertake,  individually  or  by  combination  or  by 
joint  service,  to  render  a  service  to  the  public,  they  may  be 
required  to  do  so  regardless  of  any  contract  as  between  the  parties. 

"It  seems  that  the  Henry  Qas  Company  has  pipe  lines  supply- 
ing gas  to  certain  consumers  near  Bartlesville  and  all  other  par- 
ties; that  it  at  times  has  not  sufficient  pressure  on  the  line  to 
supply  all  of  its  consumers.  In  justice  and  equity,  it  does  seem 
that  the  people  in  the  immediate  vicinity  should  receive  due  con- 
sideration and  be  given  reasonable  service  before  the  gas  is  piped 
many  miles  beyond,  and  especially  so  by  companies  who  have 
undertaken  to  supply  the  town  either  directly  or  indirectly. 

"The  pipe  line  supplying  the  citizens  of  Nowata  should  be 
connected  with  what  is  known  as  the  high-pressure  line  of  the 
Henry  Oil  Company  or  the  Henry  Gas  Company  or  Eobert  L. 
Henry,  r^ardless  of  which  one  or  all  of  whom  may  own  this 
line. 

'It  is,  therefore,  ordered  that  the  defendants,  the  Citizens  Gas 
Company,  the  Henry  Gas  Company,  and  such  other  defendants 
as  may  be  interested  in  the  Henry  Gas  Company,  shall  supply 
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the  citizens  of  Nowata  with  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  for  the 
reasonable  necessities  and  conveniences  of  the  public. 

"It  is  further  ordered  that  the  gaa-pipe  line  that  supplies  the 
city  of  Nowata  shall  be  connected  with  the  high-pressure  line 
of  the  defendants ;  that  the  connection  shall  be  made  and  service 
given  as  above  described  not  later  than  the  1st  day  of  December, 
1914,  and  before  the  1st  day  of  December,  1914,  if  circumstances 
will  permit  J  that  the  citizens  of  Nowata  must  be  supplied  with 
ga3  pending  the  time  when  this  connection  is  made  and  at  all 
times  thereafter/* 

The  said  order  No.  876  was  not  appealed  from;,  and  is  still  in 
force  and  effect. 

The  present  case  might  be  considered  as  a  subsequent  feature 
of  the  former  case  in  which  the  order  copied  was  made,  and  might 
be  considered  as  an  application  to  the  Commission  for  better  and 
more  specific  observance  and  performance  thereof. 

In  Order  795,  Nowata  v.  Citizens  Gas  Co.  this  Commission 
ordered  the  company  to  furnish  the  citizens  of  Nowata  an  ade- 
quate supply,  and  in  order  983  found  that  the  company  was  not 
furnishing  the  people  of  Nowata  with  an  adequate  supply,  where- 
upon the  last  proceeding,  to  wit,  the  cause  under  consideration, 
was  begun. 

In  the  orders  above  mentioned,  it  will  be  seen  that  both  the 
companies  involved  in  this  proceeding  have  been  authorized  to 
proceed  with  the  proper  discharge  of  their  duties  toward  the 
public,  and  that  upon  the  facts  involved  in  the  present  case,  they 
are  now  subject  to  be  proceeded  against  for  contempt. 

The  Commission  finds  that  defendant  company  has  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  gas,  and  is  able  to  furnish  the  same  to  the  com- 
plaining company,  and  that  the  reason  it  is  not  doing  so  is 
because  the  supply  is  being  diverted  from  Nowatji  to  Bartlesville, 
where  it  is  used  in  the  smelters. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  so  long  as  the  defetiJ- 
ant  company  has  gas  in  sufficient  abundance  to  supply  the  same 
to  smelters  for  industrial  use,  it  should  see  that  its  patrons  using 
gas  for  domestic  purposes  do  not  suffer. 

In  closing  the  discussion  of  this  case,  we  must  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  complaining  company  heretofore  paid  de- 
fendant company  only  2  cents  per  thousand  for  gas,  while  said 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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company  is  now  selling  gas  to  the  smelters  aforesaid^  for  approx- 
imately 10  cents  per  thousand. 

The  Commission  calls  the  attention  of  the  Citizens  Gas  Com- 
pany to  this'facty  and  to  the  further  fact  that  at  present  in  this 
state,  there  is  very  little  2-C6nt  gas  to  be  obtained,  and  none  that 
can  be  produced  and  sold  in  the  Hogshooter  field,  at  such  a  price. 

The  Commission  does  not,  unless  impelled  to  such  action,  care 
to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  contracts  herein  involved  (and  does 
not  base  its  action  particularly  thereupon),  nor  does  it  care  (un- 
less such  action  becomes  necessary)  to  say  precisely  what  the 
Citizens  Gas  Company  shall  pay  the  defendant  company  for  gas, 
but  it  has  decided  to  order  both  companies  to  see  that  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  gas  is  furnished  for  use  in  ITowata,  and  that  the 
Citizens  Gas  Company  pay  the  defendant  company  an  adequate 
price  therefor. 

The  Commission,  therefore,  su^ests  to  the  Citizens  Gas  Com- 
pany to  abandon  the  idea  of  procuring  gas  from  the  defendant 
company  at  2  cents  per  thousand,  and  directs  it  to  accept  gas 
from  the  defendant  company  sufficient  for  distribution  necessary 
to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  people  in  IS'owata,  and  to  pay  promptly 
therefor  an  adequate  price,  and  it'  is  suggested  that  the  Citizens 
Gas  Company  should  not  expect  the  defendant  company  to  fur- 
nish gas  for  distribution  in  Xowata  for  less  money  than  it  can 
dispose  of  the  same  gas  for  elsewhere. 

And,  upon  these  conditions,  the  defendant  company  is  directed 
to  furnish  the  complainant  company  an  adequate  supply  of  gas 
for  distribution  to  its  patrons. 

The  Commission  finds  that,  although  the  defendant  company 
has  sufficient  gas  and  is  able  to  maintain  a  sufficient  pressure  to 
furnish  an  adequate  supply  in  Kowata,  it  is,  as  aforesaid,  failing 
to  do  so.  Messrs.  York  &  Musson,  to  whom,  we  have  heretofore 
referred,  reported  that  there  is  very  little  commercial  gas  near  * 
Nowata,  and  that  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  is  practically  de- 
pendent upon  the  defendant  company,  and  that  the  defendant 
company,  in  the  contracts  heretofore  referred  to,  agreed  to  fur- 
nish sufficient  gas  to  the  Citizdns  Gas  Company  to  maintain  a 
constant  pressure  of  20  pounds  at  the  meter  house  just  outside  of 
Nowata,  and  they  reported  tliat  such  pressure  would  be  adequate 
to  afford  sufficient  gas  for  the  Xowata  plant  and  its  connections. 

Messrs.  York  &  Musson  further  reported  that  the  Citizens  Gas 
P.U.K.1916C. 
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Company  has  a  line  fropi  Nowata  to  the  Henry  pump  station, 
which  has  a  capacity  at  60  pounds'  pressure  at  the  pump  station, 
of  2,000,000  cuhic  feet  for  24  hours'  pressure. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  defendant  com* 
pany  should  maintain  not  less  than  60  pounds'  pressure  in  the 
Nowata  line  at  the  pump  station,  or  not  less  than  20  pounds'  at 
the  regulator  station  at  Nowata. 

Wherefore  the  premises  considered,  and  the  Commission  being 
fully  advised,  it  is  considered,  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed 
that  the  parties  hereto  proceed  to  carry  out  the  directions  above 
contained;  that  the  defendant  company  furnish  gas  in  sufficient 
quantity  for  necessary  use  at  Nowata,  and  sufficient  pressure  to 
enable  the  convenient  use  and  handling  thereof,  and  not  less 
than  the  pressures  heretofore  indicated;  that  the  Citizens  Gas 
Company  accept  this  gas  and  pay  an  adequate  price  therefor, 
and  both  companies,  under  the  conditions  and  directions  herein 
contained,  carry  out,  each  one,  its  necessary  part  in  supplying 
gas  sufficient  for  distribution  by  the  plant  of  the  complaining 
company,  in  accordance  with  the  needs  of  and  comfort  of  its 
patrons. 

Corporation  Commission,  Geo.  A.  Henshaw  and  W.  D.  Hum- 
phrey, Commissioners. 


OKJDAHOBCA  COBPORATION  COMMISSION* 

J.  H.  SHXJFELDT 

V. 

CITIZENS  GAS  COMPANY. 
[G&aae  No.  ^10;  Order  No.  1010.] 

Orders  ^  Service '^  Natural  gas -^Failure  to  obey  order  ^IPefenses. 

1.  Failure  of  a  natural  gas  oompany  to  comply  vith  an  order  to 
distribute  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  to  city  residents  is  not  excused  by 
the  refusal  of  a  producing  company  to  continue  to  furnish  gas  at  the 
contract  price,  where  the  distributer  refuses  to  pay  the  market  price  or 
to  connect  with  another  producer  charging  more  than  the  distributer 
receives  from  some  patrcms,  such  price  concessions  to  the  patrons  ap- 
pearing to  be  detrimental  to  the  public  service  and  subject  to  with- 
drawal. 

Fines  and  penalties'^ Failure  to  obey  order '^ Amount -^ Mitigattnif 
circumstances '^  Natural  gas, 

2.  A  natural  gas  oompany  was  fined  $100  for  refusal  to  obey  an 
order  to  furnish  an  adequate  supply  to  users,  although  the  negligence 
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of  the  inanag«ment  juatlfied  a  floe  of  $1,000,  it  appearing  that  the  com- 
panj  had  made  arrangements  to  render  adequate  service  and  was  not 
financially  able  to  pay  the  large  fine. 

[January  20,  1916.] 

Infobmatioit  by  J.  H.  Shufaldt  against  the  Citizens  Oas  Ck)m* 
pany  for  violation  of  orders  to  famish  sufficient  gas  to  the  Citi*> 
sens  of  Xowata;  fine  of  $100  imposed* 

[1]  By  the  Commission:  Information  was  filed  January  4, 
1916,  by  J.  H.  Shufeldt,  a  citizen  of  Nowata,  against  the  Citi- 
zens Gas  Company  of  Nowata,  alleging  violation  of  orders  No. 
795  and  No.  876,  and  charging  the  defendant  with  failure  to 
furnish  the  citizens  of  Nowata  an  adequate  supply  of  gas.  The 
affidavit  is  in  due  form  as  by  law  required,  and  there  has  been 
filed  therewith  the  complaint  of  J.  S.  Foster  and  140  other 
citizens  of  Nowata,  wherein  many  violations  of  its  obligations 
are  charged  against  the  Citizens  Gas  Company,  and  the  same 
more  particularly  indicates,  as  is  also  alleged  in  the  affidavit  of 
J.  H-  Shufeldt,  that  the  defendant  has  failed  and  neglected  to 
comply  with  the  orders  of  this  Commission  requiring  it  to  fur- 
nish to  the  citizens  of  Nowata  a  sufficient  supply  of  gas. 

Notice  was  issued  and  served  on  the  defendant  company,  and 
thereafter  the  case  came  on  for  hearing  upon  the  affidavit  and 
complaint  of  J.  H.  Shufeldt,  he  being  present  in  person,  and 
by  A-  C.  Hough,  attorney,  and  the  defendant,  Citizens  Gas  Com- 
pany, being  present  in  person  by  J.  E.  Jones,  president  thereof, 
and  by  its  attorneys,  W.  A.  Chase  and  J.  A.  Tillotson. 

The  Commission  finds  that  it  has  heretofore  issued  its  order 
No-  795  and  its  order  No.  876,  both  of  which  were  directed 
against  the  said  Citizens  Gas  Company,  and  command  said 
company  to  furnish  to  the  citizens  of  Nowata  sufficient  gas  for 
their  proper  use. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  holds  an 
exclusive  franchise  and  has  undertaken  to  distribute  natural 
gas  to  the  citizens  of  Nowata ;  that  said  company  has  a  monopoly 
in  the  matter  of  distributing  gas  in  Nowata,  and  that  the  peo- 
ple of  said  city  are  wholly  dependent  upon  said  company  for 
gas  for  heat;  that  regardless  of  its  obligations  and  the  monopoly 
enjoyed  by  it,  and  in  violation  of  the. orders  aforesaid,  the  said 
company  has  failed  and  neglected  to  discharge  its  obligations  to 
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the  public  and  to  perform  the  orders  aforesaid  by  supplying  to 
the  people  of  Nowata  gas  for  their  proper  use ;  that  for  many  days 
during  the  recent  cold  spell,  and  subsequent  to  the  rendition  of 
the  orders  aforesaid,  and  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  affidavit  herein 
by  said  J.  H,  Shufeldt,  the  citizens  of  If owata,  by  the  failure 
and  neglect  of  said  Citizens  Gas  Company,  were  without  a  sup- 
ply of  gas,  and  the  people  siiffered  greatly  from  c<dd ;  that  in 
many  cases  sickness  resulted  and  the  schools  were  compelled  to 
close. 

Testimony  was  introduced  showing  that  conditions,  since  the 
filing  of  the  information  Tierein,  have  been  much  worse  than  tiaey 
were  before,  and  showing  that  the  city  and  its  inhabitants  have 
not  only  not  been  supplied  with  sufiicient  gas  by  the  defendant 
company,  but  have  been  almost  wholly  without  gas,  and  that  great 
inconvenience  and  suffering  has  been  thus  caused. 

One  of  the  local  papers  apparently  endeavoring  to  enliven  a 
bad  situation  with  a  touch  of  humor  has  printed  the  following: 


<*We  get  up  in  the  moriiy 
Full  of  vigor  and  'sass' 
Shuck  on  our  pajamas. 
And  light  up  the  gas. 
It  flickers  and  flirts 
With  many  a  pop 
Tlien   snifiQ^s  and  sneezes 
And  dies  *Ker  flop/ 
We  eusB  and  we  snort 
And  damn  the  gas  man» 
Then  lug  out  the  ashes 
In  a  battered  ash  pan. 
But  the  meter  elides  on. 
Just  as  sure  aa  f  ate^. 


Like  death  and  taxes^ 
We  have  no  rebate. 
But  often  we  wonder 
If  the  day  shaU  come 
When  value  received 
Well  get  for  our  'mon.' 
For  gas  men  come 
And  gas  men  go 
FuU  of  good  reasons    . 
For  pressures  low. 
But  the  meter  clicks 
Onward  just  the  same. 
Will  we  ever  get  wise 
To  the  gas  man's  game?*' 


The  defendant  company  does  not  deny  that  it  has  failed  to 
furnish  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  to  the  citizens  of  Nowata, 
and  defends  *on  the  ground  that  its  supply  of  gas  available  has 
been  inadequate.  The  company  alleges  that  it  has  had  a  contract 
with  the  Henry  Oil  Company  to  furnish  it  gas  in  the  Hogshooter 
field  at  a  price  of  2  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet,  and  that  it 
has  built  a  line  to  the  weHs  of  said  Heniy  Oil  Company  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  gas  from  said  company  and  transporting  it 
to  the  city  of  Nowata,  but  that  the  Henry  Oil  Company  has  failed 
to  furnish  gas  as  per  contract.     The  defendant  company  also 
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• 
states  that  the  supply  from  wells  near  Xowata  is  entirely  insuf- 
ficient to  furnish  gas  for  said  place. 

These  excuses,  however,  have  been  long  since  exploded.  The 
defendant  company  has  been  before  this  Commission  numerous 
timesj  and  Mr.  Jones,  its  president,  has  been  told  that  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Commission  his  endeavor  to  obtain  gas  for  2  cents 
per  thousand  and  his  reluctance  to  pay  the  market  price  therefor 
has  been  largely  the  cause  of  his  failure  to  furnish  gas  to  the 
people  of  Nowata,  and  also  the  cause  of  the  great  inconvenience 
ind  suffering  consequent  upon  his  failure  to  furnish  a  competent 
supply  of  gas. 

The  pipe  line  owned  by  the  Citizens  Gas  Company,  and  run- 
ning from  the  city  of  Nowata  west,  crosses  the  line  of  the 
Qnapaw  Pipe  Line,  which  is  known  to  carry  an  abundant  sup- 
ply of  gas  and  has  done  so  for  several  years.  If  the  management 
of  the  Citizens  Gas  Company  had  entertained  a  proper  regard 
for  the  public  welfare,  knowing  the  trouble  that  has  arisen  out 
of  their  dependence  upon  local  wells  and  upon  the  Henry  Oil 
Company,  they  would  have  long  ago  made  arrangements  with 
the  Quapaw  people.  The  Quapaw  Pipe  Line  Company  has  for 
Tears  furnished  gas  to  other  towns,  among  which  might  be  named 
Ramona,  Ochelata,  Vinita,  Miami,  and  places  in  Kansas  and 
Missouri,  No  gas,  however,  was  to  be  had  of  this  company  nor 
any  other  company  for  2  cents  per  thousand,  and  consequently 
the  people  of  Nowata  have  been  left  to  suffer. 

The  Quapaw  people  maintain  that  their  attitude  is  one  of 
service,  and  this  is  indicated  by  the  fact  that  they  voluntarily  sell 
to  the  towns  mentioned.  However,  it  is  .thought  that  the  law  is 
snfficient  to  command  service  to  local  communities  by  the  larger 
gas  companies  when  facilities  for  connections  exist  as  they  have 
existed  for  several  years  in  the  instant  case.  (See  1913  Session 
laws,  chapter  93.) 

The  Commission  is  advised  that  since  the  hearing  of  this  case 
the  Citizens  Gas  Company  has  entered  into  a  contract  with  the 
Qnapaw  Pipe  Line  Company,  and  that  connections  have  been 
made  and  gas  is  now  being  furnished  to  the  people  of  Nowata. 

The  Citizens  Gas  Company,  whether  in  defense  or  mitigation 
of  the  charges  against  it,  has  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
is  furnishing  gas  at  Nowata  in  various  instances  for  less  than 
P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


230  OKLAHOMA  CORPORATION  COMMISSION. 

the  Quapaw  Pipe  Line  Companj  charges  for  gas,  and  the  rate 
sheet  of  the  defendant  company  on  file  here  does  show  that  while 
the  general  price  for  gas  sold  for  domestic  uses  in  iN'owata  has 
been  25  cents  per  thousand,  it  has  nevertheless  sold  gas  in  certain 
instances  for  3  cents,  5  cents,  6  cents,  and  10  cents  per  thousand. 
There  may  have  been  conditions,  and  doubtless  were,  whereby 
these  concessions  were  equitable  as  between  the  parties  receiving 
them  and  the  management  of  the  defendant  company,  but  these 
arrangements  should  not  stand  in  the  way  of  service  to  the  pub- 
lic generally,  and  being,  as  intimated  by  Mr,  Jones,  detrimental 
to  public  service,  and  as  no  doubt  they  are,  these  concessions 
should  be  withdrawn. 

All  contracts  for  public  service  as  well  as  all  other  contracts 
are  made  with  reference  to  the  law,  and  the  law  inheres  therein 
as  a  component  part  thereof,  and  exists  by  implication  even 
though  not  deducible  from  the  express  letter  of  the  contract.  It 
might  be  that  some  of  the  arrangements  under  discussion  were 
made  prior  to  house  bill  No.  166,  chapter  93,  1913  Session 
Laws,  and  might  have  at  the  time  not  been  directly  in  violation 
of  the  express  letter  of  the  law,  but  it  is  fundamental  that  all 
contracts  made  with  public  service  agencies  are  made  in  con- 
templation of  the  right  of  the  legislature  to  pass  acts  regulating 
the  dealings  and  relations  between  public  service  agencies  and 
their  patrons.  '  The  act  referred  to  places  the  distributers  of  gas 
imder  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Corporation  Commission. 

The  Eevised  Laws  of  1910,  chapter  79,  provide  in  part  as 
follows : 

Section  8235:  ".  •  •  And  it  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the 
duty  of  any  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  any  public 
business  to  render  its  services  and  offer  its  commodities,  or  either, 
upon  reasonable  terms  without  discrimination  and  adequately 
to  the  needs  of  the  public,  considering  the  facilities  of  said  busi- 
ness." 

Section  8227:  "It  sh^U  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  firm, 
corporation  or  association  engaged  in  the  production  manufac- 
ture, distribution  or  sale  of  any  commodity  of  general  use,  or 
rendering  any  service  to  the  public,  to  discriminate  between  dif- 
ferent persons,  firms,"  etc.  And  §  8239  prevents  collection  of 
charges  for  services  rendered  under  a  schedule  providing  for  dis- 
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crimination,  while  the  purport  of  the  whole  chapter  is  to  prevent 
and  also  penalize  discrimination. 

This  Commission,  as  above  indicated,  does  not  find  time,  if 
it  had  the  disposition,  to  interfere  with  purely  local  matters  so 
long  as  no  complaint  is  made,  and  calls  attention  to  the  rate  sheet 
in  this  case  only  because  the  same  has  been  invoked  as  a  reason 
why  the  defendant  company  should  not  be  penalized  for  failure 
to  go  into  the  market  and  obtain  gas  for  distribution  in  the  city 
of  Xowata. 

The  company  and  its  patrons,  however,  are  not  to  infer  from 
the  foregoing  discussion  that  this  Commission  advocates  a  fixed 
invariable  price  for  all  gas  from  the  minimum  to  the  maximum 
amounts  used  by  any  patron.  The  science  of  rate  making  seems 
to  be  one  that  is  not  wholly  understood  nor  fully  developed,  but 
students  of  the  subject  such  as  have  become  economists  of  suf- 
ficient influence  to  be  recognized  are  generally  agreed  that,  in 
order  to  make  a  return  upon  the  investment,  a  gas  distributing 
plant  must  be  built  so  as  to  accommodate  both  domestic  and  in* 
dustrial  users,  and  that  in  order  to  sell  gas  for  industrial  pur- 
poses the  price  charged  therefor  must  compare  favorably  with 
the  price  charged  for  coal  or  other  fuel,  while  the  price  charged 
for  gas  for  domestic  use  must  not  be  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
price  at  which  coal  might  be  had,  although  gas  as  a  fuel  for 
domestic  purposes  is  more  desirable,  being  more  convenient  and 
cleanly. 

All  that  is  necessary  to  comply  with  the  statute  is  to  make  the 
same  charge  alike  to  all  parties  using  a  given  amount  of  gas. 
This  does  not  preclude  a  different  charge  for  various  less  amounts 
entering  into  the  whole  amount,  and  does  not  prevent  the  sale  of 
gas  in  large  quantities  for  a  less  average  price  than  the  sale  of 
the  same  in  small  quantities.  Gas  can  be  furnished  to  large 
iisers  of  the  same  necessarily  cheaper  than  it  can  be  furnished 
to  small  users,  as  the  investment  in  the  service  is  less,  there  being 
no  necessity  for  a  complicated  distributing  system  to  serve  in- 
dustrial users,  while  the  expense  of  supervision,  etc.,  is  less. 

At  the  hearing  considerable  incompetent  testimony  was  in* 
troduced,  all  of  which  has  been  eliminated  by  the  Commission  in 
considering  the  case,  and  in  arriving  at  its  conclusions  the  Com* 
mission  has  taken  into  consideration  only  the  aots  oomplained  of 
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taking  place  before  the  institution  of  the  present  case.  The  tes- 
timony of  J.  E.  Jones,  president  of  the  defendant  company,  is 
very  nearly  sufficient  to  establish  all  the  charges  made.  Mr. 
Jones  seems  to  think  that  his  contract  with  the  Henry  Oil  Com- 
pany, whereby  he  hoped  to  obtain  gas  for  2  caits  per  thousand, 
and  his  special  arrangements  at  Nowata,  under  which  he  is  dis- 
tributing gas  in  part  at  prices  ranging  from  3  cents  to  10  cents 
per  thousand,  should  exculpate  him  and  his  company.  The  Com- 
mission, however,  rather  feels  that  these  circumstances  intensify 
the  neglect  and  failure  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  company  to 
discharge  its  duty  to  the  public  The  patrons  of  the  company 
should  not  be  forced  to  freeze  when  an  abundance  of  gas  could  be 
obtained  at  the  market  price,  just  because  the  management  of 
the  company  refuses  to  pay  the  price  in  the  vain  hope  of  obtain- 
ing gas  for  nothing;  nor  are  the  people  responsible  for  the  bad 
management  and  unfortunate  contracts  of  the  company. 

Those  in  charge  of  public  service  agencies  should  have  suffi- 
cient business  acumen  and  experience  to  competently  manage  the 
same.  It  is  not  customary  for  public  service  agencies  in  the 
midst  of  great  success  to  invite  their  patrons  in  when  dividends 
are  shared.  On  the  other  hand,  the  public  is  not  to  be  forced  to 
share  the  results  of  incompetent  management. 

The  records  of  this  Commission  show  that  the  present  dis- 
sension has  been  going  on  between  the  people  of  Nowata  and 
the  defendant  company  almost  continuously  for  more  than  two 
years,  during  all  of  which  time  the  defendant  company  might 
have  made  arrangements  with  the  Quapaw  Pipe  Line,  or  some 
other  owner  and  carrier  of  gas,  and  been  in  a  position  to  furnish 
an  abundance  of  gas  to  its  patrons.  Much  suffering  and  great 
inconvenience  has  been  reported  to  this  Commission  as  a  direct 
result  of  failure  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  company  to  dis- 
charge its  obligations  to  the  public.  The  company  has  long  ago 
been  given  to  understand  that  its  incompetent  and  negligent  man- 
agement would  be  no  longer  tolerated. 

[2]  The  Commission,  upon  consideration  of  the  record  in  tihiis 
case,  felt  that  a  fine  of  $1,000  should  be  levied,  but  it  has  been 
reported  here  that  the  defendant  company  has  made  connections 
with  the  Quapaw  Pipe  Line  Company  and  is  now  in  a  position 
to  reader  adequate  service,  and  it  has  also  been  shown  that  the 
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eompoBj  is  not  in  financial  circumstahces  sufficient  to  warrant 
the  payment  of  such  a  fine  as  the  negligence  of  its  management 
deserves^  and  for  these  reasons  the  Commission  has  decided  to 
sentence  the  defendant  company  to  pay  a  fine  of  $100  and  the 
costs  of  this  prosecution. 

Wherefore,  it  is  considered,  ordered,  and  adjudged  that  the 
defendant  company  be  and  is  hereby  sentenced  to  pay  a  fine  of 
$100  and  the  costs  of  this  prosecution,  which  said  fine  and  costs 
are  ordered  to  be  paid  forthwith. 

Corporation  Commission,  J.  E.  Love,  Chairman; 'Geo.  A.  Hen- 
shaw  and  W.  D.  Humphrey,  Commissioners, 


TIESSSYLYASIA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO»IMISSlOX. 

IN  EB  PH(ENIX  WATEE  POWEB  COMPANY.    - 

[No.  150;  Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  180,  1015.] 

Mftynopoly  and  competition  ^  Invasion  of  occupied  territo%*y  ^  Factors 
affecting, 

1.  A  utility  may  be  permitted  to  operate  in  occupied  territory  if 
there  is  a  latent  or  new  demand  ol  laiige  proportians  that  eannot  !)•' 
supplied  by  the  existing  utility,  or  if  ap  existing  plant  isiol^solescent 
and  cannot  be  modernized,  or  if  a  new  source  of  supply  is  dificorered, 
or  if  new  inventions  or  means  of  production  are  devised,  or  if  the  quan-' 
tity  and  quality  of  the  service  will  be  improved;  keeping  in  mind  tbe 
expediency  of  conserving  an  investment  in  the  interest  of  the  consumer 
and  that  a  utility  has  ethical  claims  because  of  service  in  uninviting 
periods. 

JTomopoIy  and  competition '•^  Electricity '•^  Invasion  of  occupied  ter- 
ritory'^  Water  generated  current  ^  Batee* 

2.  That  a  utility  will  generate  electricity  by  wat«r  is  not  a  ground* 
for  permitting  operation  in  territory  adequately  served  at  reasonable 
rates  by  steam  generated  current,  where  the  existing  rates  will  not  be 
reduced. 

[December  28,  1915.] 

ApPUCATzoir  of  the  Ph<Bnix  Water  Power  Company  for  the 
approval  of  a  contract  franchise  with  the  borough  of  Fbcenix* 
ville  for  supplying  electricity;  dismissed. 

Appearances:  Samuel  A.  Whither  for  petitioner;  Oeoige 
S.  Munson,  R.  R.  Van  Horn,  and  J.  B.  Townserid  for  protestant. 
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Magee,  Commissioner:  The  petition  here  is  for  the  approval 
of  a  municipal  contract  containing  the  grant  of  a  franchise.  The 
principle  involved  is  the  allowance  of  competition  between  two 
utility  companies.  The  borough  of  Phcenixville,  in  Chester 
county,  passed  an  ordinance  authorizing  the  Phoenix  Water  Pow- 
er Company  to  erect  a  pole  line  on  all  except  the  three  principal 
streets  of  the  borough,  with  which  to  supply  electric  current  to  the 
public  Supplementary  petitions  of  a  large  number  of  citizens 
are  filed,  supporting  the  contract.  The  Philadelphia  Gas  &  Elec- 
tric Company,  which  is  at  present  engaged  in  this  business  in  the 
borough  without  competition,  protests. 

The  competitive  theory  in  the  operation  of  public  utility  en- 
terprises has  long  since  been  exploded.  It  is  obvious  that  the 
duplication  of  plant  and  cost  of  operation  is  an  economic  waste  in 
most  cases,  because  the  consumptive  power  of  a  community  has 
limitations  as  to  quantity.  It  ordinarily  cannot  be  much  stimu- 
lated. The  interest  upon  the  capital  thus  unwisely  invested  in 
the  unnecessary  plant,  and  the  additional  operating  expenses,  are 
an  added  burden  upon  the  community  served  that  can  be  borne 
only  by  an  increase  pro  rata  in  the  consumers'  rates.  This  Com- 
miflsion  has  thus  far  refused  to  countenance  contracts  between 
municipalities  and  new  utility  corporations  when  an  existing 
company  has  already  pre-empted  the  field.  Through  its  power 
of  regulation,  it  can  in  general  compel  adequate  service  at  just 
and  reasonable  rates,  which  means  nothing  more  nor  less  tiian 
the  equivalent  of  normal  economic  cost.  In  a  word,  speaking 
generally,  competition  is  inconsistent  with  public  regulation^ 

[1]  It  requires  no  great  stretch  of  the  imagination,  however^ 
to  conceive  of  exceptional  conditions  in  which  the  monopoly  prin- 
ciple may  not  be  conducive  to  the  welfare  of  the  public,  and  in 
such  cases  it  must  not  be  allowed  to  prevail,  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  a  latent  or  new  demand  of  large  proportions  appears,  that 
cannot  be  supplied  by  an  existing  utility  company  because  of 
financial  inability  or  for  any  other  satisfactory  reason,  or  if  an 
existing  plant  has  become  obsolescent  and  cannot  be  modetnised^ 
or  if  a  new  source  o£  supply  be  discovered,  or  new  inventions  or 
new  means  of  production  be  devised;  or  if,  for  some  other  reason^ 
the  quality  and  quantity  of  the  service  rendered  oan  be  greatly 
improved,  or  cost  of  production  and  rates  to  consumers  consid- 
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erablj  decreased,  the  GomxQissioxi  shcmld  giye  careful  considera- 
tion to  eyideuce  in  support  of  the  demand  for  rival  or  supple* 
mental  facilities,  and  endeavor  to  provide  relief,  but  it  must 
never  be  foi^tten,  too,  that  it  is  expedient  to  conserve  utility  in* 
vestments  in  the  interest  of  the  consumer.  Some  risks  to  capital 
wiU  necessarily  always  exist  in  the  public  utility  field,  as  well  as 
in  all  other  forms  of  enterprise,  but  it  is  advisable  from  the  pub- 
lic point  of  view,  now  that  formal  regulation  has  been  assumed, 
to  reduce  the  hazards  of  this  kind  of  business,  so  as  not  to  drive 
capital  away  from  this  form  of  investment,  and  so  as  to  obtain 
the  lowest  possible  interest  rates.  Low  interest  charges  react 
upon  the  cost  of  operation  and  ultimately  upon  the  rates  of 
fiervioe,  and  while  invested  capital  is  in  no  sense  sacred  and  while 
the  investment  is  by  so  means  assured  as  to  the  safety,  still  a 
public  utility  has  ethical  claims  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
oommunity  which  it  has  served  during  the  period  when  its  busi- 
ness outlook  was  not  so  attractive  as  to  invite  competition.  Both 
from  die  point  of  view  of  the  community  and  the  company,  regu- 
lating bodies  mu9t  proceed  cautiously  when  entertaining  pro- 
posals of  competition. 

[2]  Counsel  for  the  petitioner  concedes  the  expediency  of  the 
monopoly  principle,  but  attempts  to  show  some  exceptional  eir^ 
cumstances  that  would  exclude  its  proposition  from  the  operation 
of  the  general  rule.  Alleging  that  the  existing  company  gener- 
ates its  electric  current  by  steam  power,  and  that  the  new 
company  would  utilize  the  water  power  of  the  neighborhood,  pe- 
titioner would  have  the  Commission  deduce  lower  costs  of  pro- 
duction, and  therefore  lower  rates  to  the  consumer.  From  the 
testimony,  the  essential  facts  would  appear  to  be  as  follows: 
The  protestant  company  generates  its  product  at  four  plants, — 
one  of  them  being  a  hydroelectric  operation, — and  supplies  a 
TnftTiTTmTn  demand  of  about  2,000  kilowatts  in  the  boroughs  of 
West  Chester,  Pottstown,  and  Phcenixville,  including  in  the  lastr 
named  place,  besides  the  retail  consumption,  a  street  railway 
system,  the  borough  street  lighting,  and  a  large  industry,  the  Phoe- 
nix Iron  Company,  the  miscellaneous  or  retail  consumption 
amounting  to  not  more  than  300  kilowatts.  There  is  no  evidence 
offered  of  unreasonableness  of  rates  or  inadequacy  of  service. 
The  iietitioner  oompaay  is  authorized  and  does  operate  a  water 
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power  plant  in  Upper  Providence  township,  Montgomery  couAty, 
a  few  miles  from  Phoenixville,  containing  three  generating  ma* 
chines  of  an  aggr^ate  rated  capacity  of  900  kilowatts,  and  in 
which  is  invested  abont  $300,000,  supplying  all  its  product  at  the 
present  time  to  one  consumer,  the  Reading  Transit  &  Light  Com- 
pany, at  CoUegeville.  It  proposes,  in  order  to  be  able  to  invade 
the  territory  of  the  protestant,  to  make  further  investments, 
amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $126,000,  in  an  additional  hydro- 
electric imit,  increasing  the  present  rated  ci^pacity  of  the  hydraul- 
ic plant  to  1,200  kilowatts,  an  auxiliary  steam  plant  of  500  kilo- 
watts, and  transmission  lines  to  Phoenixville,  and  a  distribution 
system  in  Phoenixville. 

Its  engineer,  assuming  a  total  capital  investment  of  $425,000, 
an  operating  cost  and  return  to  capital  of  $57,873,  a  deprecia* 
tion  reserve  of  1  per  cent,  and  other  expenses,  altogether  amount- 
ing to  about  $64,000  per  annum  and  an  annual  production  and 
sale  of  4,000,000  kilowatts,  testifies  that  the  actual  cost  to  the 
company  would  not  be  more  than  1.6  per  cent  per  kilowatt  hour. 
Premising  these  conditions,  petitioner  asserts  its  ability  to  fur- 
nish electric  light  and  power  to  consumers  at  rates  20  per  cent 
less  than  the  Philadelphia  Gas  &  Electric  Company.  Some  of 
the  items  in  this  cost  accounting  are  too  general  to  be  accepted 
without  analysis,  and  it  would  seem  'that  some  items  may  have 
been  omitted,  as,  for  instance,  taxes.  Furthermore,  it  seems  that 
certain  improvements  in  the  river  are  necessary  in  order  to  in- 
crease the  existing  head  of  water  enough  to  enable  the  generating 
units  to  develop  their  rated  capacity  of  300  kilowatts  each. 
There  is  no  evidence  upon  this  phase  of  the  subject  beyond  a 
vague  statement  that  the  Schuylkill  Navigation  Company  is  mak- 
ing arrangements  for  flashboards  on  the  dam  and  widening  the 
intake.  As  another  300  kilowatt  generator  is  to  be  installed,  it 
wpuld  seem  that  further  capital  mu3t  be  invested  in  improving 
conditions  in  the  river  to  allow  the  generators  to  be  operated  at 
the  maximum  capacity.  The  cost  of  these  improvements  will  be 
considerable,  and  it  is  proper  to  assume  that  the  inyestm^nt  will 
be  reflected  in  the  cost  of  operating  the  plant  of  the  petiticNoer 
company,  either  in  the  form  of  added  rental  of  the  water  power 
or  increased  interest  chaises,  iaccording  lui  to  whether  the  ini- 
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provements  are  made  by  the  lessor  of  the  water  power  or  by  the 
lessee,  the  petitioner. 

The  applicant  now  supplies  from  its  existing  hydroelectric 
plant  all  of  its  output  to  a  single  customer,  the  Reading  Transit 
and  Light  Company,  located  at  CollegeviUe,  in  accordance  with 
a  contract  in  which  this  consumer  agrees  to  accept  the  entire  pro- 
duction of  the  petitioner's  plant,  with  a  miniTniini  of  500  kilo- 
watts. It  seems  that  the  petitioner  company  has  generally  been 
unable  to  supply  the  minimum  power  provided  under  its  con- 
tract, because  of  lack  of  head,  although  the  rated  capacity  of  its 
present  generating  machine  is  ample  for  a  supply  considerably 
greater  than  the  minimum  mentioned.  The  testimony  is  not 
clear  as  to  whether  the  petitioner  expects  to  continue  this  supply 
or  not.  If  the  service  is  to  be  continued,  then  the  plans  for  the 
enlargement  of  the  plant  as  outlined  above  will  probably  not  be 
much  more  than  sufficient  to  permit  of  the  performance  of  the 
minimum  requirements  of  its  obligations  to  the  Beading  Transit 
&  Light  Company. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  be  assumed  that  petitioner  wiU  disen- 
gage itself  from  its  present  relations  with  the  Beading  Transit  & 
Light  Company,  it  must  be  considered  then  whether  the  plant 
with  its  proposed  improvements  will  be  of  such  capacity  as  will . 
be  capable  of  supplying  a  consumptive  demand  of  4,000,000  kilo- 
watt hours ;  whether  there  is  a  consumptive  demand  of  4,000,000 
kilowatt  hours  available  to  the  petitioner  company ;  and  whether 
its  plant  with  the  proposed  improvements  can  materially  reduce 
consumers'  rates.  As  to  the  first  question,  the  answer  is  in  the 
native.  The  demand  for  current  in  an  urban  community,  con- 
sisting of  industrial,  eommorcial,  and  domestic  users  of  every' 
variety,  would  be  far  from  uniform  over  the  hours  of  the  day,  and 
over  the  days  and  seasons  of  the  year.  We  are  advised  to  assume 
a  load  factor  of  not  more  than  30  per  cent  in  this  ease,  and  a  plant 
thus  conditioned,  in  order  to  supply  the  annual  quantity  of  cur- 
rent mentioned,  namely,  4,000,000  kilowatt  hours,  must  have  a 
generating  capacity  of  above  1,600  kilowatts.  The  petitioner's 
plant  with  the  proposed  improvements  will  have  a  rated  capacity 
of  hydraulic  plant  of  1,200  kilowatts,  and  that  not  available  to  its 
full  capacity,  under  present  hydraulic  conditions  as  stated  before. 

Assuming  ideal  productive  conditions,  there  is  no  hesitancy  in 
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concluding  that  the  petitioner  has  been  unable  to  show  an  open 
competitive  market  for  4,000,000  kilowatt  hours  per  year.  By 
far  the  largest  part  of  the  consumption  is  industrial  in  wholesale 
quantities,  and  so  large  as  to  justify  the  belief  that  long-time  con- 
tracts exist  which  will  hold  these  consumers  to  the  present  supply. 
The  city  street  lighting  contract  does  not  expire  until  1918,  and 
even  with  reference  to  the  miscellaneous  public  consumption  of 
300  kilowatts  upon  which  the  petitioner's  calculations  and  hopes 
seem  to  be  based  principally,  it  has  excluded  itself  from  partici- 
pation in  the  most  lucrative  part  of  the  same,  by  excepting  the 
three  principal  streets  of  the  borough  from  the  operation  of  the 
ordinance.  Thus  it  appears  that  the  very  premises  of  petition- 
er's case  are  unfounded,  in  that  there  is  neither  demand  nor  sup- 
ply to  the  amount  necessary  to  support  its  conclusions. 

Lastly,  assuming  that  demand  and  supply  existed  to  the 
extent  mentioned,  the  petitioner  has  not  shown  that  it  could  gen- 
erate and  transmit  electric  current  at  a  cost  that  would  result  in 
lower  rates  to  the  consumers.  In  the  first  place,  it  appeared  at 
the  hearing,  that  the  proposed  20  per  cent  reduction  was  estimat- 
ed only  upon  the  miscellaneous  consumption,  which,  as  said 
above,  amounts  to  not  more  than  300  kilowatts,  and  based  upon 
a  former  schedule  of  rates  iiom  7^  to  20  per  cent  higher  than 
the  one  now  in  force,  but  furthermore  and  much  more  to  the 
point,  an  inspection  of  the  rate  schedule  of  the  existing  company 
now  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Conunission  discloses  that  the 
rates  for  the  largest  consumers,  the  wholesale  power  consumers, 
amount  to  little  more  than  petitioner's  estimated  cost  of  produc- 
tion, incomplete  and  insufficient  as  it  is,  and  these  patrons  take 
by  far  the  largest  part  of  the  electric  current  consumed  in  the 
territory. 

The  facts  presented  to  the  Commission  are  not  nearly  so  com- 
plete as  they  could  have  been  set  forth,  but  the  testimony  is  not 
anywhere  in  serious  conflict,  and  enough  has  been  shown  to  indi- 
cate that  the  petitioner  is  proceeding  upon  an  erroneous  hy- 
pothesis. It  will  not  bear  analysis  even  so  far  as  to  sustain  a 
reduction  of  rates  to  the  extent  of  20  per  cent,  as  alleged.  Wheth- 
er a  reduction  to  that  extent,  if  it  was  approved  clearly  beyond 
dispute,  would  justify  a  certificate  of  public  convenience,  it  is 
not  necessary  now  to  decide.    In  this  connection  it  may  be  sug- 
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gested  that,  instead  of  permitting  a  rate.war  between  rival  utility 
organizations  that  might  end  disastrously  to  all  concerned,  a  com- 
plaint be  filed  by  the  community  against  the  existing  company  in 
order  to  determine  first  whether  it  cannot  reasonably  reduce  the 
cost  of  its  supply  to  its  patrons. 

In  view  of  the  facts  as  found  and  the  conclusions  reached,  we 
need  not  pass  at  this  time  cm  the  question  raised  by  the  protestant, 
concerning  the  right  of  a  water  power  company  to  transmit  and 
supply  electricity  to  the  public,  outside  the  territory  named  in  its 
articles  of  incorporation. 

Our  opinion  is  that  the  application  be  dismissed. 


VERMONT  PUBIilC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

WESTERN  TJNION  TELEGRAPH  COMPANY 

v. 

BURLINGTON  TRACTION  COMPANY. 

[No.  383.] 

Polea — PraxiwtUy  of  eieoMe  to  telegraph,  -«  Danger  —  lUmovaU 

An  electric  company  will  be  required  to  move  hifi^-tension  poles, 
subsequently  erected  too  near  to  telegraph  poles,  although  the  latter 
are  in  poor  condition,  where  the  hazards  are  not  increased  by  such 
eonditioiL 

[February  17,  1916.] 

Complaint  by  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  of 
erection  by  the  Burlington  Traction  ComiMiny  of  poles  for  a 
Iiigh-tension  electric  transmission  line  in  such  close  proximity 
to  telegraph  poles  as  to  create  a  danger  of  imposing  the  current 
on  the  telegraph  wires;  respondent  ordered  to  separate  the  poles 
to  a  minimum  distance  of  80  feet. 

Appearances:  W.  B,  0.  Stickney  for  petitioner;  George  W. 
Stone  and  A,  G.  Whittemore  for  petitionee. 

By  the  Commission:  This  is  a  petition  brought  by  the 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  against  the  Vergennes 
Power  Company,  wherein  it  is  alleged  that  the  petitioner  main- 
tains two  lines  of  poles  on  the  right  of  way  of  the  Butland 
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Kailroad  between  Burlington  and  Ferrisburg,  one  being  located 
on  each  side  of  the  railroad  tracks ;  that  these  two  lines  of  poles 
have  been  maintained  by  the  petitioner  for  a  long  period  of 
years;  that  the  pole  lines  carry  wires  of  the  petitioner  used  in 
rendering  its  service  to  the  public  and  also  wires  used  by  the 
railroad  company  in  its  railroad  business,  including  wires  used 
in  the  transmission  of  railroad  orders  and  train  despatches; 
that  these  wires  are  carried  into  numerous  railroad  stations  and 
into  offices  of  the  petitioner;  that  between  Queen  City  Park, 
which  is  a  short  distance  south  of  Burlington,  and  Ferrisburg 
for  a  distance  of  about  18  miles,  the  petitioner  has  constructed  a 
high-tension  power  transmission  line  carrying  electric  current 
at  a  voltage  of  22,000 ;  that  this  transmission  line  is  constructed 
in  close  proximity  to  said  telegraph  lines,  said  power  line  closely 
paralleling  one  of  the  telegraph  lines  for  a  portion  of  the  dis- 
tance, then  crossing  over  the  railroad  right  of  way  ai^d  closely 
paralleling  the  other  telegraph  line  for  a  balance  of  the  distance ; 
that  in  some  places  the  horizontal  separation  between  the  poles 
of  the  petitioner  and  those  of  the  petitionee  is  only  a  few  feet^ 
and  the  horizontal  separation  between  the  high-tension  wires  and 
the  telegraph  wires  is  less  than  2  feet ;  that  the  construction  and 
location  of  the  high-tension  line  with  respect  to  the  telegraph 
lines  violate  approved  practice  in  that  the  current  from  the  high- 
tension  wires  is  liable  to  become  imposed  on  the  telegraph  wires 
on  account  of  any  one  of  a  large  number  of  accidents  which  may 
happen;  that  the  foregoing  situation  constitutes  a  condition  of 
great  hazard  and  danger  to  the  property  and  service  of  the 
petitioner  and  the  Rutland  Railroad  Company,  to  the  lives  and 
persons  of  their  employees  and  to  the  public  generally;  that  the 
petitioner  entered  into  communication  with  the  petitionee  and 
offered  to  cooperate  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  the  most  prac- 
tical method  of  eliminating  the  hazard,  which  offer  was  refused 
except  on  the  condition  that  the  elimination  of  the  hazard  be  at 
the  sole  cost  of  the  petitioner. 

The  prayer  of  the  petition  is  that  the  Commission  make  such 
inspection  and  investigation  as  it  deems  proper  and  necessary, 
and  that  it  issue  such  orders  as  it  considers  proper  and  right  to 
insure  the  elimination  of  the  hazardous  conditions  set  forth  in 
the  petition. 
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Upon  due  notice  thereof  hearings  were  had  at  the  tinaes  and 
place  and  with  the  appearances  above  noted.  An  inspection  of 
the  high-tension  line  in  question  for  the  first  eighteen  sections 
hereinafter  described,  and  of  the  petitioner's  lines  adjacent  there- 
to, was  also  had  at  the  request  of  and  in  the  presence  of  all  the 
parties. 

At  the  outset  of  the  first  hearing,  it  was  stated  that  the  Bur- 
lington Traction  Company  was  practically  the  party  in  interest, 
instead  of  the  Vergennes  Power  Company,  said  Burlington  Trac- 
tion Company  being  the  real  owner  of  whatever  there  was  to  the 
Vergennes  Power  Company.  It  was  thereupon  agreed  by  all 
the  parties  that  the  Burlington  Traction  Company  should  be 
substituted  as  petitionee  for  the  Vergennes  Power  Company, 
and  thereupon  the  Burlington  Traction  Company  did  enter  as 
petitionee  in  this  matter,  and  appeared  by  the  counsel  whose 
appearances  are  above  noted.  The  Burlington  Traction  Com- 
pany is  hereinafter  designated  as  the  petitionee. 

It  was  conceded  by  both  parties  that  the  petitioner's  lines 
were  erected  before  the  high-tension  line  of  the  petitionee  was 
erected,  and  that  there  has  been  no  change  in  the  petitioner's 
lines  since  the  high-tension  line  of  the  petitionee  was  erected. 

Both  parties  to  this  proceeding  are  corporations  subject  to  the 
supervision  of  this  Commission  under  No.  116  of  the  Acts  of 
1908,  and  the  lines  of  said  parties  which  are  described  and 
designated  in  this  report  and  order  are  used  by  them  in  service 
to  the  public  in  and  about  the  business  carried  on  by  them  in 
this  state. 

The  petitioner,  in  presenting  its  case,  arbitrarily  divided  such 
of  the  petitionee's  high-tension  line  against  which  it  petitioned 
into  twenty-one  sections.  We  adopt  this  division  for  the  purpose 
of  this  report  and  order.  The  extent  and  description  of  the  first 
eighteen  sections  of  this  division  are  hereinafter  shown.  A  de- 
tailed description  of  sections  19  to  21  inclusive  is  unnecessary,  as 
the  petitioner  did  not  urge  the  petition  as  to  those  sections  at  the 
hearing.  The  first  section  begins  at  a  point  about  2,000  feet  north 
of  Ferrisburg  station.  iProm  thence  the  first  eighteen  sections, 
vhich  are  consecutive,  extend  northerly  along  the  west  side  of 
the  riffht  of  way  of  the  Rutland  Railroad  Company  and  parallol 
thereto,  and  end  at  a  point  about  1^  miles  south  of  Shelburne 
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station,  at  which  the  high-tension  line  and  the  right  of  way 
diverge. 

The  petitioner  on  February  23,  1910,  and  before  the  peti- 
tionee had  taken  any  steps  lodung  to  the  construction  of  its 
high-tension  line  or  the  acquisition  of  any  real  eatate  or  rights 
incident  thereto,  entered  into  a  written  contract  with  the  Rut^ 
land  Railroad  Company,  by  the  terms  of  which  it  acquired  the 
right  to  maintain  its  poles  and  wires  at  the  places  within  the 
railroad  right  of  way,  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  in  this  report, 
for  a  period  of  twenty-five  years,  from  January  1,  1910.  This 
agreement  also  gave  the  railroad  company  the  right  to  use  cer- 
tain of  the  petitioner's  wires.  Said  contract  of  February  23, 
1910,  between  the  petitioner  and  the  Rutland  Railroad  Com* 
pany  is  referred  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  report  The  peti- 
tioner's poles  and  wires  had  been  located  at  those  places  specified 
in  the  contract  for  a  considerable  period  prior  to  the  execution 
thereof.  The  petitionee  erected  its  high-tension  line  some  time 
subsequent  to  the  month  of  April  in  the  year  1912  and  upon  a 
private  right  of  way  which  it  purchased.  This  high-tension  line, 
consisting  of  three  solid  copper  wires,  one  of  whidi  is  located 
on  the  pole  top  and  the  others  on  llie  ends  of  the  crossrarms, 
constantly  carries  a  voltage  of  22,000.  The  poles  are  placed 
about  130  feet  apart.  There  was  no  evidence  tending  to  show 
that  the  petitionee  had  any  otiier  right  of  way  than  the  <me 
which  its  high-tension  line  occupies  at  present. 

The  petitioner  has  two  lines  of  poles  and  wires,  located  wholly 
within  the  limits  of  the  railroad  right  of  way,  which  extend 
from  a  point  opposite  to  the  beginning  of  section  1  of  the  high-ten- 
sion line  to  a  point  opposite  the  end  of  section  18  thereof,  a  dis- 
tance of  a  little  less  than  11  miles.  One  of  these  lines  is  on  the 
east  and  the  other  on  the  west  side  of  the  single  railroad  track. 
The  line  west  of  the  track  is  parallel  with  the  high-tension  line  for 
the  whole  of  this  distance,  and  is  constructed  with  25  foot  class  B 
and  C  cedar  poles,  each  carrying  two  cross-arms.  There  are 
thirty-four  poles  to  the  mile.  The  lower  cross-arms  carry  three 
wires  on  the  west  and  two  on  the  east  side  of  the  poles.  The  two 
outside  wires  on  the  west  of  the  poles  are  a  telephone  circuit  used 
by  the  Rutland  Railroad  Company  in  its  general  business.     The 

wire  on  the  west  which  is  nearest  the  poles  is  a  railroad  telegraph 
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wire  for  general  messages.  The  wire  on  the  east  of  and  nearer 
the  poles  is  a  telegraph  wire  used  joindy  by  the  petitioner  for 
commercial  buBiness  and  by  the  railroad  company  for  general 
messages.  The  outside  wire  on  the  east  of  the  poles  is  a  com- 
mercial wire  of  the  petitioner.  The  upper  cross-arms  carry  two 
wires  on  each  side  of  the  poles.  The  two  wires  on  the  west  of  the 
pol^  are  commercial  telegraph  wires.  The  wire  nearer  the  pole 
on  the  east  is  a  lease  wire  of  the  petitioner,  and  the  outside  wire 
is  used  by  the  railroad  company  in  tel^raphic  train  despatching 
between  Bellows  Falls  and  Burlington. 

The  petitioner's  line  has  been  in  place  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  the  majority  of  the  poles  therein  need  renewal,  but  in  many 
instances  the  poles  could  be  cut  off  and  reset  and  then  have  a 
considerable  period  of  usefulness.  This  need  of  renewal  is 
brought  about  because  of  insufficient  wood  in  the  poles  at  their 
ground  line.  This  condition  results  from  brush  and  grass  fires 
which  have  partially  burned  about  one  half  of  the  poles  at  the 
ground  line,  and  also  from  the  poles  having  become  rotted.  One 
pole  has  so  nearly  outlived  its  usefulness  as  to  render  reinforce- 
ment necessary  by  a  board  nailed  along  the  side  thereof.  We 
find,  however,  that  if  the  line  of  the  petitioner  were  in  proper 
condition,  the  hazards  set  forth  in  this  report  would  not  be  ma- 
terially reduced. 

The  following  table  shows  the  location  of  sections  1  to  18  in- 
clusive of  the  high-tension  line,  the  average  distance  at  each  of 
said  sections  between  the  centers  of  the  petitionee's  high-tension 
pole  line  and  the  pole  line  of  the  petitioner  which  is  adjacent 
thereto  and  the  average  clearance  at  each  of  said  sections  between 
the  wire  of  each  of  said  lines  which  is  proximate  to  the  other. 
The  abbreviation  N.  Jc.  and  -Qie  figures  following  refer  to  the 
railroad  mile  posts  and  indicate  the  distance  in  miles  from  each 
mile  post  to  Neyan  Junction,  the  northern  terminal  of  the  rail- 
road. 

P.UJR.19ieC. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


230 


VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


Sec. 

High  Tension 

line 

40  Poles  to  MOe 

Location  of  Section 

Average 
Distance 
between 
Centers 
of  Pole 
lines 

Average 
Clearance 

between 
Proximate 

No. 

Pole  No.  to  Pole  No. 

Begins                     Ends 

Wires  in 
£ach  line 

1 
2 
8 

4 
5 
6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

.14 

16 
16 
17 
18 

1        ••      22 
22        "       84 
84         "       68 
68        "       87 

87         "      103 
103         "      119 

119         **      182 

132         "      164 
154         "      169 
169         "      219 
219         "      227 
227         "      265 

265         "293 

298         *      881 

831         "      864 
364         "372 
872         "      404 
404         "      486 

2000'  No.  of  Ferris- 

burg 
16  poles  No.  of  N. 

Jc.62 
18  poles  So.  of  N. 

Jc.  61 
16  poles  No.  of  N. 

Jc.  61 
8  poles  So.  of  N. 

Jc.  60 
12  poles  No.  of  N. 

Jc.60 

4  poles  No.  of  N. 

Ferrisburg    Sta- 
tion 
8  poles  No.  of  N. 

Jc.  69 
12  poles  So.  of  N. 

Jc.  58 
2  poles  No.  of  N. 

Jc.  58 
16  poles  No.  of  N. 

Jc.  57 
23  poles  No.  of  N. 

Jc.  57 

6  poles  So.  of 
Charlotte  Cream- 
ery 

No.  end  of  Char- 
lotte Station  Sid- 
ing 

Underpass  7  poles 
No.  of  N.  Jc.  54 

Mile  post  at  N.  Jc. 
53 

7  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.53 

Mile  post  at  N.  Jc. 
52 

15  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.62 

18  poles  So.  of  N. 
Jc.62 

16  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.  61 

8  poles  So.  of  N. 
Jc.60 

12  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.60 

4  poles  No,  of  N. 
Ferrisburg  Sta- 
tion 

8  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.  59 

12  poles  So.  of  N. 
Jc.  58 

2  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.  58 

14  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc  57 

23  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.  57 

8    poles    So.    of 
Charlotte  Cream- 
ery 

No.  end  of  Char- 

.  lotte  Station  Sid- 
ing 

Underpass  7  poles 
No.  of  N.  Jc.  53 

Mile  post  at  N.  Jc. 
53 

7  poles  No.  of  N. 
Jc.53 

Mile  post  at  N.  Jc. 
52 

Where  lines  di- 
verge So.  of  Shel- 
bume 

(feet) 
14.8 

17.6 

80.6 

8.6 

18.8 

10.0 

22.8 

9.5 
10.8 
28.7 

9.2 
19.7 

Hl.O 

10.8 

16.8 
18.9 
11.8 
18.8 

(feet) 
10.0 

12.7 

25.8 

8.7 
18.5 

6.2 

18.8 

4.7 
6.0 

18.9 
4.4 

14.9 

36.2 

6.0 

11.0 
14.1 
7.0 
14.0 

Some  time  in  April,  1912,  W.  S.  Barker,  district  plant  super- 
intendent of  the  petitioner,  noticed  some  poles,  which  afterwards 
went  in  the  construction  of  the  high-tension  line,  lying  near  the 
railroad  track  at  Shelbume.  Barker  directed  his  foreman  to 
ascertain  about  these  poles,  and  in  about  two  weeks  received  a 
report  that  a  high  potential  line  was  to  be  built  which  would 
cross  the  petitioner's  telegraph  lines  near  Queen  City  Park.  It 
did  not  appear  that  Barker  received  any  other  information  as  to 
the  proposed  location  of  the  high-tension  line.  On  May  8,  1912, 
Barker  wrote  to  the  petitionee  as  follows: 

"Gentlemen:  I  am  informed  that  your  company  is  building 
a  high-tension  line  and  the  same  will  cross  our  line  in  the  vicinity 
of  Queen  City  Park. 

^'I  assume  that  in  making  these  crossings  you  will  conform  to 
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the  specifications  for  overhead  crossings  as  called  for  in  §  4  in 
the  report  of  Committee  on  Overhead  Line  Construction  in  the 
National  Electric  Light  Association.  Please  advise  me  if  this 
assumption  is  correct" 

Barker  did  not  receive  an  answer  to  this  letter.  He  afterwards 
heard  that  the  high-tension  line  had  heen  built  and  paralleled 
the  telegraph  lina  He  then  sent  someone  to  investigate,  and 
learned  from  him  that  the  petitionee  was  all  ready  to  turn  the 
current  on  the  high-tension  line.  From  the  time  that  Barker 
£rst  saw  the  poles  lyii^  beside  the  track  and  until  the  comple- 
tion of  the  high-tension  line,  he  had  no  knowledge  concerning  the 
situation  other  than  as  above  stated.  !N'othing  appeared  which 
tended  to  show  that  the  petitioner  could  be  charged  with  any 
knowledge  of  the  situation  excepting  the  knowledge  of  Barker, 
until  the  high-tension  line  was  completed. 

After  the  construction  of  the  high-tension  line,  the  petitioner, 
through  Barker,  and  the  petitionee,  through  some  of  its  execu- 
tive officers,  had  negotiations  looking  to  the  removal  of  the  peti- 
tioner's line  from  the  west  to  the  east  side  of  the  railroad  track. 
The  petitioner  claimed  in  these  negotiations  that  the  situation 
was  dangerous,  that  the  cost  of  the  removal  of  the  petitioner's 
line  to  the  other  side  of  the  track  would  be  approximately  $6,000, 
and  that  the  petitioner  would  move  its  line  if  the  petitionee 
would  pay  $3,000  toward  the  cost  of  moving.  This  offer  was 
declined  by  the  petitionee  and  the  negotiations  ended. 

We  find  the  following  from  the  evidence  of  E.  E.  Chetwood, 
plant  engineer  of  the  petitioner,  and  R.  D.  Coombs  and  H.  W. 
Buck,  consulting  electrical  engineer^,  who  were  improved  as 
witnesses  by  the  petitioner.  The  high-tension  line,  whea  con- 
sidered without  reference  to  proximity  or  parallelism  with  any 
other  line,  might  be  regarded  as  fairly  well  constructed  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  is  used.  But  the  proximity  which  exists  be- 
tween sections  1  to  18  inclusive  of  said  line  and  the  petitioner's 
line  west  of  the  railroad  track  which  is  parallel  creates  danger 
which  is  in  no  wise  justifiable  from  the  standpoint  of  public 
safety.  The  wooden  poles  of  the  high-tension  line,  under  ab- 
normal stress  of  weather,  and  particularly  in  the  spring,  when 
the  ground  is  thawing,  are  likely  to  blow  over,  which  would  al- 
most inevitably  bring  about  a  contact  between  the  wires  of  the 
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two  lines.  Porcelain  insulators,  which  are  the  type  used  in  the 
high-tension  line,  will  puncture  occasionally  under  stress  of 
electrical  service,  and  breakage  of  the  insulators  often  results 
therefrom.  This  is  sometimes  followed  by  a  break  and  recoil 
of  the  wire,  which,  being  under  considerable  tension,  may  be 
whipped  laterally  to  a  considerable  distance,  which,  with  the 
conditions  existing  in  the  present  case,  would  probably  result  in 
a  contact  between  the  high-tension  and  telegraph  wires.  The 
pins  holding  the  insulators  of  the  high-tension  line  are  of  wood, 
and  a  punctured  insulator  would  probably  result  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  pin  and  liberation  of  the  wire,  with  a  resultant  con- 
tact between  the  lines.  The  proximity  of  both  lines  to  the  rail- 
road creates  the  hazard  of  burned  poles  from  grass  and  brush 
fires  with  the  consequent  chance  of  line  contact.  At  points  where 
the  two  lines  are  closest,  the  line  clearance  is  in  some  instances 
not  over  25  inches,  and  if  a  wire  in  either  line  became  there  dis- 
connected, an  ordinary  swing  of  the  disconnected  wire  would 
result  in  contact  between  the  two  lines.  At  these  last  mentioned 
points,  it  is  extremely  hazardous  for  linemen  to  work  on  the 
ends  of  the  petitioner's  cross-arms  nearest  the  high-tension  line. 
All  the  hazards  mentioned  are  intensified  by  the  use  of  wood 
pins  in  the  high-tension  line.  These  pins  tend  to  gradually 
disintegrate  when  used  in  connection  with  voltages  of  an  inten- 
sity as  high  as  22,000,  The  lack  of  storm  and  head  guying  and 
of  sufl5cient  side  guying,  and  the  use  of  solid  instead  of  stranded 
wire  in  the  electric  line  also  go  to  intensify  the  danger  created 
by  the  proximity  of  the  two  lines.  Contact  between  wires  of  the 
two  lines  would  produce  an  instantaneous  electrification  by  a  cur- 
rent of  at  least  16,000  volts  of  the  petitioner's  wire  and  every 
instrument  and  piece  of  apparatus  connected  therein  at  every 
point  on  the  wire,  with  the  attendant  probability  of  injury  or 
death  to  persons  using  said  instruments  or  apparatus. 

We  are  of  the  conclusion  that  the  maintenance  and  operation 
of  said  eighteen  sections  of  the  petitionee's  high-tension  line  with 
a  voltage  of  22,000  volts  at  the  proximity  which  exists  between 
the  same  and  the  petitioner's  tel^raph  line  adjacent  thereto 
constitutes  an  ever  present  danger  which  should  be  eliminated. 

We  further  find  from  the  evidence  of  the  above-named  wit- 
nesses and  also  from  the  evidence  of  C.  E.  Nightingale,  an  elec- 
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trical  engineer  who  was  a  witness  for  the  petitionee^  that  a  sepa- 
ration of  the  line  of  poles  carrTing  the  first  eighteen  sections  of 
the  high-tension  line  and  the  petitioner's  line  of  poles  parallel 
thereto  and  west  of  the  railroad  track  to  a  minimum  distance  of 
30  feet,  would  eliminate  the  danger  above  described  in  the  most 
reasonable  and  feasible  manner  if  both  lines  are  to  continue  in 
operation. 

ORDER. 

Upon  the  facts  found  as  above  set  forth,  it  is  ordered  that  the 
Burlington  Traction  Company  shall,  before  the  1st  day  of  July, 
1916,  separate  the  line  of  poles  of  the  eighteen  sections  of  its 
high-tension  line  above  described  to  a  minimum  distance  of  30 
feet  from  the  line  of  poles  of  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com- 
pany parallel  thereto  on  the  west  side  of  the  railroad  track,  or, 
as  an  alternative,  cease  from  transmitting  high-tension  current 
over  said  eighteen  sections  after  said  date  until  such  separation 
is  made. 

Public  Service  Commission  of  Vermont,  Eobert  C.  Bacon, 
W.  R  Warner. 


WBST  VTRGTNIA  PtTBLIC  SERVIOB  COMMISSION. 

IN  EB  BBIDGEPOBT  NATTJEAL  GAS  &  OIL  COMPANY. 
[Cose  No.  423.] 

Beium^'Rea9ondblenes8^'F4wUn^  to  he  considered. 

1.  The  value  of  utility  property,  the  amount  invested,  and  the 
value  of  the  service  to  the  consumer,  should  all  be  considered  in  fixing 
the  rate  of  return. 

Valuation ^ Betterments  out  of  revenue^  When  alloired. 

2.  In  determining  the  fair  return  on  the  amount  of  capital  honestly 
and  prudently  teyested,  and  having  in  yieir  the  value  of  the  service 
to  the  consumer,  extensions  and  betterments  paid  for  out  of  moneys 
otherwise  available  for  dividends  may  be  capitalized  where  the  amounts 
available  for  such  purposes  were  at  no  time  exorbitant,  and  in  many 
instances  far  below  a  fair  return  on  the  investment. 

fiefttm— jrottiral  cn»  company  ^^  Amount  allowed. 

3.  An  annual  net  return  of  $6,800  on  an  investment  of  $50,000  is 
not  excessive  for  a  natural  gas  company  considering  the  rapid  depre- 
ciation of  its  plant. 

[February  18,  1916.] 
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Application  of  the  Bridgeport  Natural  Gaa  &  Oil  Company 
for  permifision  and  authority  to  increase  its  rates  and  charges 
for  gas;  granted  in  part*  The  company  was  allowed  to  increase 
its  rates  fix>m  4  cents  to  5  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  on  all 
industrial  consumers,  and  from  12  cents  gross  to  14  cents  gross 
per  thousand  cubic  feet  on  all  domestic  consumers,  allowing  a 
discount  of  2  cents  for  1,000  cubic  feet  to  domestic  consumers 
on  all  bills  paid  on  or  before  the  10th  of  the  month  succeeding 
the  one  in  which  gas  is  used. 

Appearances:  Charles  G.  Coffman,  Esq.,  for  petitioner;  N. 
D.  Sutton,  Esq.,  for  remonstrants. 

Morgan^  Commissioner:  The  Bridgeport  Natural  Gas  &  Oil 
Company,  a  corporation,  on  the  6th  day  of  November,  1915, 
filed  with  the  Commission  its  petition,  duly  verified,  alleging 
that  it  was  4  public  service  corporation  engaged  in  the  manage- 
ment and  operation  of  a  gas  plant  in  the  town  of  Bridgeport, 
Harrison  county.  West  Virginia,  asking  that  it  be  permitted  to 
increase  its  rates  for  domestic  service  from  10  cents  per  1,000 
cu.  ft.,  net,  to  15  cents  per  1,000  cu.  ft.,  net,  and  from  4  cents 
and  6  cents  per  1,000  cu.  ft.,  net,  to  the  uniform  rate  of  5  cents 
per  1,000  cu.  ft,  net,  on  all  factories  or  industrial  consumers, 
except  a  lamp  chimney  factory,  which  is  served  at  present  at  4 
cents  under  a  contract  which  does  not  expire  imtil  Mitch,  1918. 

On  the  11th  day  of  December,  1915,  a  remonstrance  to  said 
petitici.,  signed  by  J.  H.  Hurry  and  several  other  citizens  of  the 
town  of  Bridgeport,  was  filed  with  the  Commission,  denying  the 
right  of  petitioner  to  an  increase  in  its  rates  and  charges  for  gas. 

Depositions  were  taken  before  a  m^nber  of  the  Commission 
on  the  questions  arising  on  said  petition  and  remonstrance,  at 
Bridgeport,  Harrison  county.  West  Virginia,  on  the  4th  day  of 
January,  1916,  all  of  the  parties  being  represented  at  said  hear- 
ing. 

The  Bridgeport  Natural  Gas  &  Oil  Company  was  incorporated 
in  1902,  with  a  capital  of  $25,000,  divided  into  2,500  shares  of 
the  par  value  of  $10  each,  $11,010  of  which  is  all  that  was  ever 
paid  into  the  company.  Since  its  organization,  the  company  has 
drilled  seven  producing  wells  and  one  "dry  hole,"  and  has  pur- 
chased one  producing  well.    The  total  daily  production  of  all  its 
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wells  at  the  presait  time  is,  approximately,  1,500,000  cu.  ft  of 
gas.  It  has  less  than  500  acres  xinder  lease  and  prospects  for 
only  one  additional  well  on  this  territory,  and  no  other  available 
gas  territory  for  lease  in  its  locality. 

The  evidence  discloses  that  the  gross  income  of  petitioner  for 
gas  from  May,  1908,  the  date  it  began  to  furnish  gas,  to  Decem- 
ber 31, 1915,  was  $69,823.72 ;  that  the  operating,  expenses,  taxes, 
interest,  and  $581.37  paid  to  other  companies  for  gas,. during 
this  period,  amounted  to  $82,721.86;  leaving  a  net  operating 
levenue  of  $37,102.36,  all  of  which,  except  $1,211.10  (the  total 
dividends  declared  and  paid  during  all  of  said  period),  or  $35,- 
891.26,  was  used  by  the  company  in  augmenting  its  capital  or 
investment  account.  In  addition  to  using  the  revenues  of  the 
company,  to  which  its  stockholders  were  entitled  as  dividends, 
for  additions  and  betterments,  it  has  borrowed  and  used  for  that 
purpose  about  $10,000;  all  of  which  has  been  paid  except  about 
$4,000.  The  total  cost  of,  or  investment  in,  plant  of  petitioner, 
as  of  December  31,  1915,  was 

Capital  stock    , , , . ,,,, $11,010.00 

Revenue  used  in  additions  and  betterments  35,891. 2S 

Indebtedness  for  betterments  4,000.00 

Total  '. '. '. *. $50,901.26 

Its  property  was  assessed  by  the  board  of  public  works  for 
1915,  at  $30,000,  which  amount,  as  claimed  by  the  superintend- 
ent of  the  company,  is  from  $3,000  to  $4,000  in  excess  of  its 
real  and  actual*  value.  *  Remonstrants  claim  that  the  plant  is 
worth  $40,000. 

In  1907,  the  company  had  167  domestic  and  2  industrial  con- 
sumers; in  1915,  it  had  355  domestic  and  2  industrial  consumers. 

The  net  income  of  the  company  from  1907  to  1915  averaged 
from  4.38  per  cent  to  8  per  cent  on  its  investment.  The  evi- 
dence does  not  disclose  the  amount  of  gas  consumed  during  the 
year  1915.  The  gross  receipts  of  the  company  for  that  year  were 
19,222.04.  The  amount  of  gas  consumed  for  the  year  1914  was 
129,748,900  cu.  ft.;  68,976,100  cu.  ft.,  by  industrial,  and  60,- 
773,800  cu.  ft,  by  domestic  consumers.  It  is  fair  to  assume, 
considering  die  rate  of  increase  in  the  consumption  of  gas  dui^ 
ing  the  past  few  years  in  the' town  of  Bridgeport,  that  there  wiU 
be  oonsnmed  in  the  year  1916  at  least  150^000,000. eu.  ft,  ap- 
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proximately  80,000,000  cu.  ft  by  iBduatrial  and  70,000,000  cu. 
ft  by  domestic  oonsumers*  The  industrial  consumers  of  gas  at 
present  are  a  greenhouse,  to  which  gas  is  furnished  at  5  cents  per 
1,000  cu.  ft,  and  a  lamp  chimney  factory,  which  is  furnished 
gas  at  4  cents  per  1,000  cu.  ft,  plus  a  multiple  when  the  pres- 
sure is  in  excess  of  8  ounces.  There  is  nothing  in  the  record 
to  show  the  exact  amount  of  gas  consumed  by  each  of  these  in- 
dustrial consumers,  so  it  is  impossible  to  ascertain  the  increase 
in  revenue  that  would  be  derived  by  petitioner  by  an  increase  of 
its  rates  from  4  to  5  cents  per  1,000  cu.  ft.  on  gas  furnished  the 
lamp  chimney  factory. 

A  fair  estimate  of  the  annual  operating  expenses  of  the  com- 
pany is  as  follows: 

Rentals  on  gas  wells   $1,675.00 

Rental  on  undeveloped  leases 154.00 

Rent  for  gas  office 180.00 

Taxes,   about    466.00 

TelephcHie  rent  and  insurance  25.00 

Postage  and  printing 50.00 

Freight  and  express   100.00 

Books,  hauling  and  office  supplies  50.00 

Repairs  to  plant   500.00 

Salaries  and  wages  of  employees 2,000.00 

Total $5,200 .00 

Judging  from  the  present  decline  in  the  production  of  gas  in 
the  territory  operated  by  petitioner,  its  supply  will  soon  be  ex- 
hausted, and  the  company  will  be  obliged  to  abandon  its  business 
or  purchase  gas  for  its  consumers  from  other  producers  at  a  cost 
greatly  in  excess  of  the  present  cost  of  its  production. 

[1]  Under  the  circumstances  in  this  case,  it  is  extremely  dif- 
ficult to  determine  what  would  be  a  fair  rate  of  return  to  peti- 
tioner— having  in  view  the  value  of  its  property — amoimt  actual- 
ly invested  by  it — and  the  value  of  the  service  to  the  consumer ; 
all  of  which  should  be  given  due  consideration  in  fixing  the  rate 
of  return  which  a  utility  is  entitled  to  receive.  Under  ordinary 
circumstances,  the  income  of  petitioner  under  its  present  rates 
would  be  amply  sufficient  In  this  case,  however,  the  petitions 
has  actually  invested  in  its  plant,  capital  account,  at  least  $50,- 
000,  and  there  is  no  contention  that  any.  part  of  this  investment 
has  been  made  in  an  imprudent  or  unbusinesslike  manner.  The 
stockholders,  consisting  of  about  37  in  number,  most  of  them 
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residing  in  Bridgeport  and  yicinitj,  during  the  past  thirteen 
years,  have  been  content  to  see  all  the  net  operating  revenue 
derived  by  the  company,  except  two  small  dividends,  turned  back 
into  the  company  to  be  used  in  betterments  and  development  of 
its  plant. 

[2]  Under  the  peculiar  drcumertances  in  this  case^  having 
in  view  the  value  of  the  service  to  the  consumer  and  the  right 
to  a  fair  return  on  the  amount  of  capital  'honestly  and  prudent- 
ly invested"  by  the  Bridgeport  Natural  Gas  &  Oil  Company,  the 
adoption  of  the  rule  recently  laid  down  by  the  Hassaohusetta 
Public  Service  Commission  in  Ee  Norfolk  &  B.  Street  R.  Co. 
P.TJ.R.1915E,  p.  414,  in  fixing  the  rate  of  return  to  which  a 
street  railway  was  entitled,  would  be  fair  and  equitable. 

Ih  that  case  the  Commission  hetld  that  "^^in  determining  the 
revenue  to  which  a  street  railway  company  is  entitled  allowance 
was  made  for  an  amount  equal  to  a  fair  return  upon  the  capital 
honestly  and  prudently  invested,  without  deducting  the  accrued 
depreciation  where  failure  to  make  due  provision  for  deprecia- 
tion was  not  due  to  payment  of  unwarranted  dividends^  or  other- 
wise attributable  to  mismanagement" 

The  Nebraska  Railway  Commission  has  recently  decided,  in 
Re  Valparaiso  Teleph.  Co.  P.U.R.1915E,  578,  that,  "in  arriving 
at  the  amount  of  money  actually  invested  in  the  property  of  a 
telephone  plant  by  the  stockholders,  it  is  proper  to  compute  divi- 
dends that  should  have  been  paid,  where  it  appears  that  no 
dividends  have  actually  been  paid,  and  that  the  mqoey  which 
would  have  otherwise  been  devoted  to  that  purpose  has  beesi  used 
for  the  development  and  extension  of  the  plant.'* 

In  the  case  before  us,  the  annual  return  or  revenue  of  the 
company  that  was  available  for  dividends  and  used  by  it  in  the. 
development  and  extension  of  its  plant  was  at  no  time  exorbitant, 
and,  in  many  instances,  far  below  a  fair  return  on  the  invest- 
ment; consequently,  no  valid  objections  can  be  urged  against  the 
application  of  the  rule  above  enunciated. 

[3]  The  Commission  is  of  opinion,  and  so  holds,  that  peti- 
tioner should  be  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  from  4  cents  to  5 
cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  on  all  industrial  consumers,  and 
from  12  cents  gross  to  14  cents  gross  per  tiiousand  cubic  feet  on 
all  domestic  consumers,  allowing  a  dise^tmt  of  2  cents  per  1,000 
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eubic  feet  to  domestic  oonsuzners  on  all  bills  paid  on  or  before  the 
10th  of  the  month  succeeding  the  one  in  which  gas  is  used. 

On  this  basis,  a  gross  annual  revenue  of  approximately  $12,- 
000  will  be  received,  which,  ^after  deducting  $5,200  operating 
expenses,  will  leave  a  net  return  to  the  stockholders  of  about 
$6,800,  which,  considering  the  rapid  depreciation  of  its  plant^ 
is  not  excessive,  but  is  a  fair  return  on  the  capital  invested. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  accordance  with  the  views  ex- 
pressed in  the  foregoing  opinion. 

Korthcot^  Chairman,  and  Dawson,  Commissioner,  concur. 


\mBT  VIRGC^IA  PUBIilC  SERVICE  COMMISSION.        ^ 

CITY  OP  WELLSBURG 

v. 

TBI-STATE  EAILWAY  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY  et  aL 

[Case  No.  365;  Formal  Complaint  No.  41.] 

Bate^^BlectricUy^  Minimum  charge, 

1.  A  minimum  charge  for  electricity  is  proper. 
Diaorim^inatian^' Electricity^ Low  rates  to  large  con9tim.er9. 

2.  A  difltributing  company  cannot  be  said  to  furnish  electricity  to 
a  large  consumer  at  too  low  a  rate  as  compared  with  that  charged 
others,  it  appearing  that  the  company  purchases  its  current  at  a  very 
much  lower  rate  by  reason  of  the  amount  taken  by  the  large  customer^ 
that  there  is  little  additional  labor  required  in  serving  such  customer, 
that  the  net  income  of  the  company  from  the  sale  of  current  to  such 
customer  is  more  than  one  half  of  its  total  net  income,  and  that  the 
loss  of  current  in  supplying  other  customers  is  very  large  and  the  cost 
of  the  service  much  greater. 

Rates  ~  Blectrieity  —  First'hlocU  charge. 

3.  A  charge  of  8.88  cents  gross  and  8  cents  net  for  the  first  30 
kilowatt  hours  of  a  period  of  six  months  was  held  reasonable. 

Metum  •«  Eleetric  company  ^  Am,ounU 

4.  A  return  of  $4,500  on  an  electric  company's  property  valued  at 
$100,000  is  small,  especially  where  no  allowance  has  been  made  for 
depreciation. 

[February  21,  1916.] 

Pbtitioh  of  the  city  of  Wellsburg  charging  the  defendants 

^th  unlawful  discrimination^  inadequate  flervice,  etc.,  and  peti^ 
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tion  of  defendant  WelLsbni^  Electric  Lights  Heat,  &  Power 
Company  for  permission  to  change  its  system,  rates,  and  charges 
for  electricity;  permission  granted. 

Appearances:  C.  K.  Jacob  for  complainant;  M.  L.  Wells  for 
citizens  of  Wellsjburg;  J.  P.  Brooks  for  defendant  Wellsburg 
Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company. 

Morgan,  Commissioner:  On  March  31,  1915,  complainant, 
the  city  of  Wellsburg,  filed  with  the  Commission  its  formal  com- 
plaint against  the  Tri-State  Railway  &  Electric  Company  and 
Wellsbnrg  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company,  alleging, 
among  other  things,  that  the  city  of  Wellsburg  had,  on  the  15th 
day  of  April,  1890,  granted  a  franchise  to  the  defendant,  au- 
thorizing it  to  erect  poles,  wires,  etc.,  on  the  streets  of  the  city, 
and  to  sell  electric  lights  in  the  said  city;  that  said  defendants 
had  violated  the  laws  pertaining  to  public  service  corporations 
in  the  following  particulars: 

a.  It  had  changed  its  rates  for  the  furnishing  of  current  and 
electric  lights  to  its  customers  at  Wellsburg  without  first  giving 
notice  of  its  intention  so  to  do. 

b.  That  the  rate  or  charge  for  electricity  was  based  or  fixed 
on  a  system  termed  or  known  as  the  "connected  load," — ^the 
charge  to,  or  bill  of,  customer  being  determined  by  the  number 
of  connections  or  places  he  might  use  electricity  without  refer- 
ence to  the  total  amount  consumed,  which  practice  petitioner 
alleged  was  unjust  and  unreasonable. 

c.  That  the  minimum  rate  of  $1  fixed  by  defendant  was  un- 
reasonable. 

d.  That  defendant  charged  a  different  rate  for  electricity  in 
other  places  than  it  charged  in  Wellsburg. 

e.  That  the  service  of  defendant  was  inadequate  and  insuf- 
ficient. 

Complainant  alleges  that  it  does  not  know  what  connection 
the  defendant  Tri-State  railway  company  has  with  the  other 
defendant,  and  asks  for  no  relief  against  it. 

On  the  29th  day  of  May,  1915,  the  defendant  Wellsburg 
Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  filed  its  answer,  in 
which  it  denied  all  charges  of  unlawful  practices  made  against 
it  by  petitioner.  It  admitted  that  it  was  charging  for  electricity 
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by  the  "connected  load"  method,  but  allied  that  said  method 
was  just  and  reasonable. 

A  petition  signed  by  a  large  number  of  the  citizens  of  Wells- 
burg,  protesting  against  the  method  and  rates  of  the  defendant, 
was  filed  with  the  Commission. 

On  the  10th  day  of  May,  1915,  an  agreement  between  the 
complainant  and  defendant  WeUsburg  Light,  Heat,  &  Power 
Company,  asking  that  a  hearing  on  the  petition  be  continued  for 
a  period  of  sixty  days,  said  defendant  agreeing  to  submit  to  the 
Commission,  during  that  period,  a  new  schedule  of  rates  for 
electricity  for  the  city  of  WeUsburg,  was  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion. 

The  foregoing  postponement  not  being  satisfactory  to  some 
of  the  petitioners  in  the  case,  the  Commission  ordered  that  a 
hearing  be  had  on  the  29th  of  May,  1915,  on  which  date  the 
parties  appeared,  and,  by  mutual  consent^  the  hearing  was  ad- 
journed until  July  13,  1915,  the  regular  hearing  day  of  the 
Commission.  No  one  appearing  on  said  last-mentioned  date, 
the  hearing  was  continued  on  said  date,  and  from  time  to  time 
thereafter  until  the  15th  day  of  September,  1915. 

On  the  9th  day  of  August,  1915,  the  defendant  WeUsburg 
Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company,  styling  itself  as  peti- 
tioner, filed  with  the  Commission  its  application  for  authority 
to  change  its  method  of  service  and  rates  from  that  of  the  "con- 
nected load"  to  the  'Tblock"  system. 

A  hearing  was  had  and  evidence  produced  as  to  the  reasonable- 
ness of  said  proposed  change  of  method  of  service  and  rates  be- 
fore the  Commission  on  the  15th  day  of  September,  1915,  all 
parties  in  interest  being  represented.  Further  testimony  was 
takeii  by  defendant  at  WeUsburg,  West  Virginia,  on  the  11th 
day  of  October,  1915.  In  addition  to  the  evidence  taken  in  the 
case,  the  Commission  had  an  examination  and  inspection  of  the 
property  and  proposed  rates  of  defendant  made  by  W.  R.  Power, 
Esq.,  a  very  efficient  expert  electrical  engineer,  a  written  report 
of  which  has  been  filed  with  the  Commission. 

On  the  4th  day  of  October,  1915,  the  defendant  WeUsburg 
Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission a  more  elaborate  and  extended  schedule  of  its  rates  (in- 
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eluding  rules),  which  it  desired  to  put  into  effect,  than  that 
filed  on  August  9,  1915.  There  has  also  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  a  certificate  of  the  publisher,  showing  that  said  pro- 
posed rates  had  been  duly  published  in  the  county  of  Brooke,  as 
required  by  law. 
[After  setting  out  the  schedule,  the  Commissioner  continues.] 

The  defendant,  desiring  to  abandon  its  present  By&tetkot  rates 
and  charges  for  electricity  and  to  establish  different'- tatli*,  com- 
plainant considered  it  unnecessary  to  take  evidence  iif' Wipport 
of  its  petition. 

The  Wellsburg  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  has 
a  capitalization  of  $100,000,  a  bonded  indebtedness  of  $100,000, 
and  its  property  was  assessed  by  the  board  of  public  works  of 
West  Virginia  for  the  year  1915  at  $100,000.  In  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Scott,  general  manager  of  said  company,  and  Mr.  Power, 
electrical  engineer,  the  only  witnesses  who  testified  as  to  the 
value  of  the  property  of  said  company,  placed  its  value  slightly 
under  $100,000.  It  is  engaged  in  furnishing  electricity,  pur- 
chased by  it  from  the  West  Penn  Company,  to  the  inhabitants 
of  Wellsburg,  Pollansbee,  Holiday's  Cove,  and  Weirton,  and  a 
few  additional  customers  residing  between  these  points  along  its 
line,  which  extends  along  the  Ohio  river  for  a  distance  of  about 
13  miles,  in  Brooke  and  Hancock  counties.  Total  population  of 
territory  supplied  is  approximately  12,000.  It  also  furnishes  a 
large  quantity  of  electricity  to  the  Steubenville,  Wellsburg,  and 
Weirton  Railway  Company. 

The  total  income  of  petitioner  company  from  all  sources  for 
the  year  1914  was  $49,648.87.  The  total  expenses  for  same 
period  were  $46,883.58 ;  leaving  a  net  income  to  the  company  of 
$3,766.29.  In  1914,  it  had  522  consumers;  in  October,  1915, 
it  had  570  consumers;  an  increase  of  48. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  the  same  number 
of  consumers,  to  wit,.  622,  under  the  proposed  rates,  would  yield 
slightly  less  revenue  than  under  the  "connected  load"  or  present 
system,  but  that,  with  the  additional  consumers,  the  proposed 
rates  would  produce  approximately  $4,500  net  revenue  per  an* 
num.  It  is  impossible  to  ascertain,  with  any  degree  of  certainty, 
the  amount  of  revenue  that  would  be  derived  under  any  pro- 
posed new  schedule  of  rates  until  an  actual  test  has  been  made. 
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Under  the  proposed  rates^  the  minimum  will  be  reduced  from 
$1  to  50  cents  per  month,  which  no  doubt  will  have  a  tendency 
to  attract  new  customers,  and  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  change 
will  increase  the  revenue  considerably  more  than  that  anticipated 
by  the  defendant  company. 

[I3  i^etitioner  objected  to  a  minimum  charge,  insisting  that 
each  Qust9mer  should  pay  for  the  actual  amount  of  electricity 
used,  ,aQd/Po  more.  It  is  almost  universally  held  by  textrwriters 
on  the^^u^ject,  and  by  the  courts  and  conamissions,  that  this  kind 
of  charge,  which  is  sometimes  called  a  readiness  to  serve  charge, 
is  not  only  justifiable,  but  a  very  proper  practice.  The  reasons 
given  for  this  kind  of  charge,  expressed  by  the  Kansas  Public 
Utilities  Commission  in  the  case  of  Landon  v.  Lawrence,  in 
P.U.K,1915E,  763,  are  worth  repeating  in  this  case: 

"The  reason  for  such  provision,"  referring  to  minimum 
charge,  "is  so  apparent  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  do  more  than 
refer  to  it  in  a  general  way.  Whether  the  demand  for  service 
by  an  individual  consumer  may  be  great  or  small  during  a  given 
period,  the  utility  must  hold  itself  at  all  times  ready  to  furnish 
the  service  in  a  reasonable  manner  and  to  a  reasonable  extent. 
This  preparedness,  this  readiness  to  serve  is  worth  something 
to  the  consumer,  whether  he  makes  a  request  for  the  service  or 
not.  He  may  not  use  any  gas  for  a  month,  but  complainants  and 
the  distributing  system  are  expected  to  stand  ready  to  serve  him. 
He  should,  by  every  principle  of  equity,  be  held  bound  to  render 
a  fair  return.  The  utilities  have  invested  large  sums  in  the 
equipment  necessary  to  render  the  service,  whether  demanded  or 
not,  during  any  specified  period;  and  the  consumer  should, 
whether  he  demands  the  service  or  not,  be  required  to  bear  a 
portion  of  this  burden." 

Other  Commissions  have  held  as  follows : 

"A  water  company  should  be  allowed  to  make  a  minimum 
charge  to  cover  certain  items  in  the  operating  expenses  that  bear 
little  or  no  relation  to  the  amount  of  water  consumed  and  vary 
with  the  number  of  customers,  such  as  expenses  incurred  for 
reading  meters,  carrying  accounts,  billing,  and  maintenance  of 
meters."  Pub.  Utilities  Com.,  Illinois,  Lake  Forest  v.  Lake 
Forest  Water  Co.  P.U.R.1915D,  1008. 

"The  minimum  charge  covers  certain  items  in  the  operating 
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expenses  of  electric  plants  which  bear  little  or  no  relation  to  the 
eorrent  sold,  such  as  the  expense  of  reading  and  maintaining 
meters,  delivering  bills,  and  carrying  customers'  accounts;  and 
when  no  minimum  charge  is  made,  the  rates  are  therefore  dis- 
criminatory/' Wisconsin  Railroad  Conmiission,  Be  Ladyennith 
Lighting  Co.  P.ir.R.1915A,  1060. 

^'A  reasonable  minimum  monthly  bill  for  electric  lighting  to 
cansumers  who  use  little  or  no  current  in  any  one  month  is 
justifiable,  and  such  charge  should  be  based  on  the  average  cost 
of  serving  the  consumers  paying  the  minimum  bill."  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission,  Meek  v.  Consumers  Electric  Light 
&  P.  Co.  P.tJ.R.1915A,  956. 

[2]  Complainant  insisted  at  the  hearing  that  electricily  was 
being  furnished  by  the  company  to  the  Steubenville,  Wellsburg, 
and  Weirton  Railway  Company  at  too  low  a  rate  as  compared 
with  the  other  customers  of  said  company,  and  that  the  railway 
company  was  not  bearing  its  just  proportion  of  the  expenses. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  defendant  company  pays  from 
1  cent  to  1 J  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  electricity  purchased 
by  it,  and  that  the  same  is  delivered  to  it  at  Wellsburg,  West 
Virginia,  and  that  it  receives  from  the  Steubenville,  Wellsburg, 
&  Weirton  Railway  Company  l-J  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all 
electricity  sold  to  said  railway  company;  that  there  is  practically 
no  loss  whatever,  in  transmitting  the  current  from  the  Wells- 
burg Electric  Light,  Heat^  &  Power  Company  to  the  railway 
company,  and  that,  in  addition  thereto,  the  electric  light  com- 
pany is  able  to  purchase  the  current  at  a  very  much  reduced  rate, 
by  reason  of  the  large  amount  consumed  by  the  railway  company, 
and  that  there  is  little  additional  labor  required  on  account  of 
furnishing  electricity  to  said  railway  company.  The  receipts 
of  the  defendant  company  from  current  sold  to  the  Steubenville, 
Wellsburg,  &  Weirton  Railway  Company  during  the  year  1914 
were  $20,262.90,  at  a  total  cost  to  defendant  company  of  $18,- 
329,  making  a  net  income  to  the  defendant  company  of  $1,933.90, 
or  more  than  one  half  of  the  total  net  income  of  the  defendant 
company.  In  supplying  the  other  customers  of  defendant  com- 
pany, the  loss  of  current  is  very  large,  and,  in  addition  thereto, 
the  cost  of  service  is  much  greater. 

The  Commission  is  of  opinion  that  electricity  is  not  being  fur- 
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nished  to  the  Steubenville,  Wellsburg,  &  Weirton  Railway  Com- 
pany at  too  low  a  rate  as  compared  with  that  of  the  other  con- 
sumers of  electricity. 

[3]  The  only  additional  objection  urged  against  the  proposed 
rates  was  against  the  first  block  in  ^^schedule  A"  of  said  rate% 
which  provides  a  charge  of  10  cents  gross — 9  cents  net — ^for  the 
"first  25  kilowatt  hours."  Mr.  Jacob,  counsel  for  complainant, 
stated  at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission  that  "I  might  fur^ 
ther  add  to  that,  tibat  our  principal  objections  to  the  rate  as  pro- 
posed is  the  fact  that  we  feel  that  the  first  block  is  too  great'' 
This  objection  has  been  met  by  the  company  consenting,  volun- 
tarily, to  a  reduction  of  1  cent  on  the  "first  30  kilowatt  hours," 
and  agreeing  to  accept  6.88  cents  gross  or  8  cents  net  for  the 
"first  30  kilowatt  hours"  for  a  period  of  six  months,  in  order  to 
ascertain  definitely  the  amount  of  revenue  said  proposed  rates 
will  yield. 

[4]  A  fair  value  of  the  property  of  defendant  company  is 
approximately  $100,000.  As  hereinbefore  stated,  the  proposed 
rates  will  not  yield,  with  the  present  number  of  consumers,  over 
$4,500  net  revenue,  which  is  a  small  return  on  the  value  of  the 
property  of  defendant  company  devoted  to  the  use  of  the  public. 
"No  allowance  has  been  made  for  depreciation  of  the  plant 

The  Commission  is  of  opinion  that  the  rates  proposed  by  the 
defendant,  Wellsburg  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company, 
with  the  modification  as  to  the  "first  kilowatt  hours,"  as  above 
set  forth,  are  just  and  reasonable,  and  that  said  company  should 
be  permitted  to  put  same  into  effect.  The  Commission  is  fuiv 
tJber  of  the  opinion,  in  view  of  the  uncertainty  of  the  amount  of 
revenue  that  wiU  be  derived  under  said  rates,  that  there  should 
be  kept  by  said  defendant  company,  for  a  period  of  six  months 
from  March  1,  1916,  an  account,  showing  in  detail  the  monthly 
revenue  of  the  company  from  each  class  of  service ;  also,  the  ex- 
penses of  said  company  for  said  period ;  the  same  to  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  at  the  expiration  of  said  period. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  accordance  with  the  views  ex- 
pressed in  the  foregoing  opinion. 

Northcott,  Chairman,  and  Dawson,  Commissioner,  concur. 
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TiHLSGONSIN  RAIJLROAB  C0MMIB810S. 

HERMAN  J.  LINDEMANN  et  aL 

V. 

CHICAGO  &  MILWAUKEE  ELECTRIC  RAILROAD 
COMPANY  et  aL 

Befum  «  Adequacy  « Interurhan  railway  rates. 

1.  Increased  interuban  railway  rates  which  will  not  amount  to 
more  tiian  4  per  cent  uiK>n  the  Taluation  of  the  company's  property 
cannot  be  said  to  produce  a  fair  return. 

Bates  «  Jnterurban  railways  «  Comparison. 

2.  An  interurban  railway  rate  of  10  cents  to  a  certain  point  is 
not  shown  to  be  imreasonable,  by  comparison  with  a  6-cent  rate  to 
the  same  point  on  a  parallel  railway,  furnishing  better  -transfer 
facilities  and  more  frequent  service,  where  it  appears  that  the  latter 
company  is  not  itself  earning  a  fair  return. 

Bates  ^Changes  in  schedule  where  return  is  inadequate, 

3.  The  only  changes  a  Commission  may  midce  in  cw  sdiedule  of 
rates  producing  an  inadequate  return  are  such  as  will  eliminate  dis- 
crimination or  render  reasonable  charges  which  are  in  themselves 
unreasonable. 

ViscHnUnation -^  Interurhan  railways  ^  Fare  atones. 

4.  IMfferences  in  interurban  railway  rates  due  to  inequalities  in 
a  5-cent  zone  fare  system  rather  than  to  differences  in  the  cost  of  the 
service  or  in  the  distances  hauled  are  unjustly  discriminatory. 

Discrimination '■^  Interurhan    railway    rates '■^  Modi floation    of    zone 
system. 

5.  A  10-cent  interurban  railway  fare  to  the  first  stop  bejyond  the 
limits  of  a  city  was  held  unjustly  discriminatory,  although  based  upon 
a  5-cent  zone  system  producing  fair  average  charges,  it  appeairing  that 
the  stop  was  only  .76  of  a  mile  b^ond  the  first  zone  limit,  and  that  the 
rate  was  the  same  to  points  at  considerable  distances  beyond  in  the 
same  zone;  and  a  rate  of  6  cents  was  ordered  substituted,  on  the  basis 
of  coupon  or  strip  tickets  of  one  hundred  l-cent  coupons  for  $1  to  be 
sold  at  the  company's  ticket  offices  or  by  mail,  the  cash  train  fare  to 
remain  10  cents. 

Discrimination  "'Interurban    railway    rates  ^^  Modification    of    gone 
system. 

6.  In  order  to  eliminate  discriminatory  features  of  a  S^ent  in- 
terurban railway  zone,  rate,  a  modified  schedule  was  ordered ,  based 
upon  a  5  cent  fare  to  the  limits  of  a  city  plus  a  mileage  charge  to  the 
nearest  cent  for  the  distances  to  the  various  stations  beyond,  the  rates 
between  the  outside  stations  to  be  approximately  the  difference  between 
the  rates  to  such  points  from  the  city,  the  company  being  privileged 
to  charge  a  maximum  fare  of  5  cents,  such  rates  to  apply  only  where 
tickets  were  pmrchfised  in  the  company's  offices. 
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Rates  "^Interurhan  railways '^  Half  fares* 

7.  In  modifying  a  zone  system  of  interurban  railway  rates  so  as 
to  permit  of  mileage  charges  beyond  the  first-fare  zone  in  case  of  pur- 
chases of  tickets  or  coupons,  children's  half-fare  rates  were  made  <me 
half  of  the  full  rates  for  either  cash,  ticket,  or  ooupon  fares  respectively, 
the  company  being  allowed  the  benefit  of  the  half  cent  on  fractional 
computations,  and  being  required  to  charge  only  one  full  fare  in  case  of 
two  half -fare  passengers  traveling  together. 

[January  25,  1016.] 

Petition  alleging  that  respondents'  interurban  railway  fares 
of  10  cents  between  points  within  the  city  of  Milwaukee  and  the 
Howard  avenue  station  were  excessive ;  informal  complaint  as  to 
the  unreasonableness  of  charges  to  other  points.  The  complaint 
as  to  unreasonableness  of  rates  as  a  whole  was  not  sustained,  but 
certain  rates  based  on  a  5-cent  zone  system  ware  held  unjustly 
discriminatory.  A  new  schedule,  fully  set  out  in  the  order,  was 
authorized  for  the  purpose  of  eliminating  such  discrimination. 

By  the  Commission:  The  petition  in  this  matter  was  filed 
July  3,  1914,  signed  by  Herman  J.  Lindemann  and  some  two 
hundred  and  ninety-three  other  alleged  residents  of  the  county  of 
Milwaukee.  The  petition  Alleges,  in  brief,  that  the  respondent 
companies  operate  an  interurban  railway  running  from  Grand 
avenue  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee  southerly  to  Grove  street  and 
the  south  city  limits  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  and  thence 
southerly  through  the  town  of  Lake  and  on  to  the  city  of  Chi- 
cago; that  said  companies  maintain  a  stopping  place  or  station 
about  1  mile  south  of  the  Milwaukee  city  limits,  commonly 
known  as  Howard  avenue  station,  and  that  said  companies  carry 
daily  between  the  city  of  Milwaukee  and  said  Howard  avenue 
station  a  large  number  of  passengers  including  the  petitioners. 

Continuing,  the  petition  alleges  that  the  rate  of  fare  for  pas- 
sage between  points  on  respondents'  line  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee 
to  Howard  avenue  station  is  10  cents,  which  petitioners  are  in- 
formed and  verily  believe  is  excessive  and  contrary  to  law,  and 
that  the  rate  fixed  by  the  law  of  the  state  of  Wisconsin  is  not  to 
exceed  6  cents.  The  prayer  is  accordingly  made  that  the  re- 
spondents be  ordered  to  show  cause  why  the  rate  of  fare  from 
any  point  within  the  city  of  Milwaukee  to  said  Howard  avianue 
station  should  not  be  fijced  by  the  Commission  at  6  cents. 
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An  examination  of  the  list  of  petitioners .  discloses  that  the 
larger  number  seem  to  be  residents  of  the  southern  part  of  the 
city  of  Milwaukee,  comparatively  few,  apparently,  being  resi- 
dents along  respondents'  line  south  of  the  Milwaukee  city  limits 
or  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Howard  avenue  station. 

Hearing  in  the  matter  was  held,  pursuant  to  notice,  at  Mil- 
waukee^ August  26,  1914.  Lorenz  &  Lorenz  by  Fred  C.  Lorenz 
appeared  for  petitioners,  and  Bull  &  Johnson  by  Mr.  Bull  for 
the  respondents. 

The  testimony  given  at  the  hearing  showed  that  a  5-cent  zone 
system  of  rates  was  in  force  on  respondents'  line.  The  limit  of 
the  city  fare  zone  was  Oklahoma  avenue  along  which  tlie  Mil- 
waukee city  limits  run.  The  second  zone  extended  from  Okla- 
homa avenue  to  College  avenue,  a  distance  of  about  4  miles. 
Howard  avenue  station  is  the  first  stop  south  of  Oklahoma 
avenue  and  thus  the  northernmost  stop  in  the  second  zone.  This 
station  was  held  to  be  about  three  quarters  of  a  mile  south  of 
Oklahoma  avenue  and  about  one  quarter  of  a  mile  north  of 
Howard  avenue  crossover;  the  reason  for  the  intermediate  loca- 
tion of  the  station  is  to  avoid  the  high  fill  and  deep  cut  on  the 
respondents'  line  in  that  vicinity. 

[1,  2]  Testimony  by  petitioners*  witnesses  was  given  com- 
paring the  rates  and  facilities  on  the  respondents'  line  with  those 
on  the  Tippecanoe  line  of  the  Milwaukee  Electric  Railway  & 
Light  Company  and  Milwaukee  Light,  Heat,  &  Traction  Com- 
pany, which  runs  parallel  with  respondents'  line,  about  half  a 
mile  distant  and  as  far  south  as  Bolivar  avenue!  Statements 
were  made  to  show  that  the  fare  between  Howard  avenue  and 
^Iwaukee  on  this  parallel  line  was  6  cents  with  the  privil^e 
of  transfer  to  any  part  of  Milwaukee,  and  that  the  cars  ran 
every  twenty  minutes,  while  the  fare  on  respondents'  line  was 
10  cents,  almost  no  transfer  privileges  were  given,  and  the  local 
cars,  which  alone  stop  at  Howard  avenue  station,  ran  about  once 
in  two  hours. 

Testimony  was  offered  that  there  existed  considerable  subur- 
ban development  along  the  Tippecanoe  line,  but  none  along  re- 
spondents' line  of  importance,  the  higher  fare  and  poorer  service 
retarding  settlement  and  making  the  sale  of  real  estate  to 
prospective  settlers  almost  impossible.  The  unfavorable  con- 
ditions on  respondents'  line,  it  was  also  said,  caused  persons 
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living  near  it  to  usually  walk  about  a  half  mile  to  the  Tippe- 
canoe line  in  order  to  secure  transportation. 

Further,  in  regard  to  service,  one  of  petitioners'  witnesses 
stated  that  cars  were  not  ijif  requently  late,  though  the  testimony 
of  another  was  to  the  opposite  effect.  Some  complaint  was  made 
about  differences  in  grade  between  respondents'  track  and  the 
surrounding  territory,  and  the  inf  requency  of  service  at  Howard 
avenue  station  seemed  the  ground  of  considerable  dissatisfaction. 

A  brief  on  behalf  of  petitioners  was  submitted  by  Lorenz  & 
Lorenz  on  December  14,  1914,  re-emphasizing,  for  the  most  part, 
the  points  brought  out  in  the  testimony. 

On  March  15,  1915,  a  new  passenger  rate  tariff  was  issued 
by  respondent  which  became  effective  April  15,  1915.  This 
schedule,  besides  doing  away  with  various  reduced  round  trip 
and  ticket  fates,  made  two  S-cent  zones  out  of  the  zone  extending 
from  Oklahoma  avenue  to  College  avenue,  which  was  about 
4  miles  long,  and  the  longest  on  respondents'  line  in  Wisconsin 
outside  of  the  Milwaukee  city  zone.  Layton  avenue  was  made 
the  southern  boundary  of  the  zone  in  which  Howard  avenue  sta- 
tion is  located,  so  that  the  comparative  discrimination  against 
Howard  avenue  is  not  now  as  great  as  when  its  fare  from  Mil- 
waukee was  10  cents  with  the  same  fare  to  College  avenue  over 
3  miles  beyond. 

Following  the  issuing  of  this  new  tariff  a  number  of  informal 
complaints  were  received  by  the  Commiasion.  To  illustrate  the 
difficulties  of  the  5-cGnt  zone  system  under  which  respondent 
operates,  two  of  these  may  be  briefly  summarised,  here  as  fol- 
lows : — 

First,  a  complaint  that  the  respondent  charges  as  much  as  5 
cents  per  mile  for  local  distances,  for  example^  the  charge  to 
Eawson  avenue  being  20  cents,  when  only  1  mile  beyond  College 
avenue,  which  is  15  cent3,  and  the  charge  from  College  avenue 
to  Bolivar  avenue  being  10  cents  for  2^  miles. 

Second,  a  complaint  from  the  secretary  of  a  meeting  of  patrons 
of  the  line  complaining  generally  about  the  increased  rates  and 
more  specifically  about  the  rate  of  15  cents  to  College  avenue 
without  transfers  as  compared  with  tl;ie  rate  alleged  to  exist  on 
the  Milwaukee  Light,  Heat,  &  Traction  Company  which  was  said 
to  be  8  cents,  but  which  ranges  from  9  to  11  cepts  in  fact,  with 
transfers,  and  the  rate  from  Gran^  avenue  to  Bolivar  avenue,  or 
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10  cents  for  the  difitaiioe  of  1^  miles.  It  ^as  said  that  the  people 
in  the  re^on  consider  the  rates  a  holdup  and  that  the  company 
does  not  need  the  increase. 

An  informal  complaint  was  also  made  in  regard  to  the  in- 
creasud  rates  between  Bacine  and  Kenosha. 

In  considering  the  petition  in  this  matter,  and  in  view  of  the 
informal  complaints,  the  Commission  has  made  an  investigation 
of  the  rates  along  the  entire  line  in  Wisconsin.  On  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commission,  the  respondent  has  installed  a  re- 
dnced-rate  commutation  ticket  between  Bacine  aipid  Kenosha, 
where  the  increase  effective  April  15,  1916,  was  especially 
large.  Further  consideration  will  be  given  herein,  in  connection 
with  the  discussion  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  fare  to  Howard 
avenue,  to  the  advisability  of  recommending  further  alterations 
in  the  now  existing  rate  schedules. 

An  element  of  basic  importance  in  judging  of  the  reasonable- 
ness of  rates  is  the  cost  of  the  service  rendered  in  exchange  for 
the  rates  under  consideration,  and  the  return,  if  any,  received  by 
those  engaged  in  furnishing  the  service  for  the  capital  and  maur 
agerial  services  devoted  thereto.  We  have  therefore  drawn  up 
income  accounts  for  the  respondents^  interurban  line  in  Wiscon- 
sin, for  the  entire  line,  and  for  the  related  city  line  in  Milwaukee. 
Xo  final  determination  of  fair  value,  nor  detailed  examination 
of  earnings  and  expenses  or  of  their  apportionment  has  been 
made,  nor  do  we  believe,  for  reasons  which  will  hereinafter  ap- 
pear, that  it  will  be  necessary  to  do  so.  The  total  cost  of  repro- 
duction new  has  been  used  as  the  basis  for  judging  the  rate  of 
return.  For  the  Wisconsin  section  of  the  interurban  line  and 
the  Milwaukee  city  line  the  appraisal  of  the  Commission  is  used. 
Xo  appraisal  has  been  made  by  us  of  the  property  of  respondent 
in  Illinois,  and  recourse  was  therefore  had  to  an  appraisal  of  this 
section  by  the  Byllesby  Company.  After  making  certain  modi- 
fications in  the  percentage  additions  for  overhead  charges,  etc., 
designed  to  make  these  conform  with  the  percentages  used  by 
this  Commission,  the  Byllesby  appraisal  for  the  Illinois  section 
was  added  to  the  appraisal  of  the  Wisconsin  section  to  obtain  a 
valuation  for  the  entire  line. 

The  earnings,  operating  expenses,  and  taxes  are  given  as  re- 
ported by  the  companies  with  the  exception  of  the  reserve  to  cover 
depreciation,  for  whicl^  latter  (though  a  cost  which  will  have  to 
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be  paid  ultimately  as  truly  as  any  other  cost)  the  companies  have 
not  made  regular  prorision.  This  reserve  is  computed  by  the 
Commission  on  the  ^^2  per  cent  sinking  fund  plan.''  The  per- 
centages used  are  derived  from  experience  with  other  electric 
railways  operating  under  similar  conditions.  The  relatively  high 
percentage  for  the  city  railway  is  due  largely  to  the  fact  that  it 
owns  no  power  plant  or  cars,  and  therefore  a  predominanee  of 
its  property  is  such  as  depreciates  rapidly. 
The  income  accounts  thus  drawn  up  follow : — 

TENTATIVE  SUMMARY  INCOME  ACCOUNTS. 

For  Tears  Ended  June  1913  to  1016. 

Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric  Railroad  Company. 

Interurhan  Sy9tem. 

WiBoonsls  SecMon 


1918 

1914 

1915 

ReTdiiueB 

174200 

82,171 

811.272 

1,7«7 

2,628.889(2) 

0.07 

$  898.887 

215.092 

18,700 

82.171 

816.018 

7.824 

2,528.889(2) 

0.29 

8  820,9U 

ODeratlDff  ezDenBes 

mJlS 

Xf  xes 

20.000 

Depreci&^OD  (1) 

Total  exDCDses 

827,405 

Surplus  for  returDS 

7,164« 

Cost  of  reproduction  uew 

2,661.599(8) 

Per  cent  return 

0.29* 

ISntlreLlne 

1918 

1914 

1915 

RevenueB 

1  957.986 

600.098 

82,000 

218,472 

900.665 

67.871 

7,646,295(4) 

0.75 

64.600 
248.472 
902,468 

51.211 
7,646.2»(4) 

8  941,081 

Operating  expenses 

618,980 

Taxes 

65,800 

Denreciatlon  <1) 

249.558 

Total  expenses , 

918.988 

Surplus  for  reitums 

22,096 

Cost  of  reproduction  new 

7,678,655(4) 

Per  cent  return , 

0.29 

Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric  Railway  Company. 
Milwaukee  City  System, 


1918 


1914 


1916 


Revenues ,., 

Operattnsr  expenses 

Deprectation  (1) 

Total  expenses 

Surplus  for  returns 

Cost  of  reproduction  new 
Per  cent  return 


8  80.456 

64,887 

2.350 

12,728 

69.415 

11.041 

231.426(2) 

a77 


8  82.807 

56.948 

2.900 

12,728 

72,676 

10,281 

281.426(2) 

4.42 


8  70,689 
55.787 
3.600 
12.976 
72,363 
1,724* 
285,926(3) 
0.78* 


♦  Deficit. 

1  Computed  at  3.25%  of  total  coat  of  reproduction  new  for  interurban 
system  and  5.5%  for  city  system. 

2  As  of  June  30,  1013. 
8  As  of  June  30,  1914. 

4  Value  of  Illinois  section,  as  per  report  of  the  Byllesby  Company,  of  May 
27,  1012,  with  modifications,  plus  value  of  Wisconsin  section. 
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The  forgoing  income  accounts  show  that  the  Wiidconfiin  sec* 
tion  of  the  interurban  line  has  not,  witiiin  the  last  three  years, 
paid  as  much  as  a  third  of  1  per  cent  on  the  value  given,  and  for 
the  last  jear  an  operating  deficit  is  shown*  Similar  income  ac- 
counts  drawn  up  for  the  years  1909  to  1912  inclusive  show  that 
substantially  the  same  condition  prevailed  during  that  period. 
The  entire  line  is  but  slightly  better  off  than  the  Wisconsin  sec- 
tion, the  return  never  reaching  more  than  f  of  1  per  cent  and 
dropping  materially  in  the  last  year.  The  statements  for  the 
Milwaukee  Oity  System  show  a  somewhat  better  return  in  1913 
and  1914  than  existed  on  the  interurban  line  tiiough  quite  inade* 
quate.  In  1915  an  operating  deficit  appears,  earnings  having  de- 
creased materially. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  statements  it  is  apparent  that  the 
entire  business  has  not  been  earning  a  fair  return,  and  it  does 
not  seem  likely  that  any  alterati(Mis  which  might  be  made  in  the 
companies'  apportionments  of  earnings  and  expenses  would  lead 
to  any  other  conclusion  than  that  the  Wisconsin  interurban  line 
of  respondent,  on  which  the  fares  complained  of  are  in  operation, 
has  not  earned  a  fair  return. 

The  question  is  then  presented  whether  the  increased  rates  ef- 
fective April  15, 1915,  may  be  expected  to  produce  a  fair  return. 
Assuming  that  traffic  remained  undiminished  after  the  increase, 
a  highly  improbable  assumption,  it  does  not  appear  that  an  in* 
crease  in  the  revenues  of  the  Wisconsin  section  of  the  interurban 
line  of  more  than  30  per  cent  could  be  expected.  With  such' 
an  increase  net  earnings  would  not  have  averaged  as  much  as  4 
per  cent  on  the  valuation,  a  return  entirely  inadequate.  It  there- 
fore appears  that  the  increased  rates  can  as  a  whole  hardly  be 
deemed  unreasonable  from  the  standpoint  of  the  income  account. 

Ab  previously  noted,  much  was  said  at  the  hearing  comparing 
respondents'  line  with  the  parallel  Tippecanoe  line  of  the  Mil- 
waukee Light,  Heat,  &  Traction  Company,  all  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Tippecanoe  line  with  convenient  access  to  cars,  low  fares, 
and  frequent  service.  Petitioners  testified  that  there  had  been 
much  suburban  development  along  the  Tippecanoe  line  due  to 
these  favorable  conditions  while  service  was  retarded  along  re- 
spondents' line  due  to  unfavorable  conditions.  Apparently  the 
statement  of  petitioners'  attorney,  that  respondents'  line  does  not 
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pay  because  of  improper  (^ration  and  service,  had  reference  to 
the  comparative  service  rendered  by  the  Tippecanoe  line. 

The  Tippecanoe  line  was  constructed  some  twenty-two  years 
ago  following  the  giving  of  a  bonus  of  about  $27,000  by  adjacent 
landowners,  and  from  that  time  until  early  in  1914  compara- 
tively frequent  service  has  been  given,  and  nothing  in  addition 
to  the  city  fare  has  been  changed  for  passage  to  the  end  of  the 
line.  Petitioners'  testimony  was  to  the  effect  that  construction 
of  respondents'  line  in  the  region  of  Howard  avenue  was  com- 
menced eight  years  ago,  and  a  charge  in  addition  to  the  city  fare 
has  been  made.  Under  tibtese  conditions  it  is  natural  that  the 
territory  along  the  Tippecanoe  line  should  be  more  developed  in 
a  suburban  way  than  that  along  the  respondents'  line. 

It  will  therefore  be  of  value,  in  view  of  the  statement  of  peti- 
tioners' counsel,  to  note  what  has  been  the  financial  success  of 
the  Tippecanoe  line.  In  the  case  Dravo  v.  Milwaukee  Electric 
E.  &  Light  Co.  (1914)  15  Wis.  R.  C.  K  330,  352,  consideration 
is  given  to  income  accoimts  of  the  Tippedanoe  line,  and  it  will  be 
there  noted  that  the  operation  of  this  line  from  1893  to  the  pres- 
ent has  resulted  in  a  large  deficit  even  if  the  earnings  be  credited 
with  in.terest  upon  the  bonus  paid.  It  further  appears  from  the 
income  accounts  there  summarized  that  the  deficits  have  not 
been  diminishing  in  recent  years,  and  alse  that  even  if  the  present 
suburban  fare  had  been  charged  in  addition  to  the  city  fare  ou 
that  line  during  these  years,  and  traffic  had  been  undiminished, 
material  deficits,  at  least  below  fair  return,  would  nevertheless 
have  occurred. 

Comparison  may  also  be  made  with  the  total  income  accounts 
of  the  Milwaukee  Light,  Heat,  &  Traction  Company  which  oper- 
ates an  extensive  syst^ai  of  suburban  and  interurban  lines  out  of 
Milwaukee  connected  with  the  city  lines  of  the  Milwaukee  Elec- 
tric Railway  &  Light  Company.  These  are  shown  for  the  years 
1912  to  1914  inclusive  in  Woehsner  v.  Milwaukee  (1915)  15 
Wis.  R.  C.  R.  724,  746-  It  there  appears  that  the  Milwaukee 
Light,  Heat,  &  Traction  Company  earned  2.16  per  cent  return 
in  1912,  3.17  per  cent  in  1913,  and  2.28  per  cent  in  1914. 

From  these  comparisons  it  seems  obvious  that  unprofitable- 
ness of  suburban  and  interurban  business  near  Milwaukee  is  not 
confined  to  respondents'  line  only,  nor  can  it  be  taken  as  due,  in 
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tlie  large,  to  infrequent  service  a  graded  track^  or  extra  fares  for 
saburban  travel. 

Without  passing  upon  the  matters  of  service,  we  may  point  out 
that  the  use  of  a  graded  track  and  the  running  of  through  trains 
is  the  nature  of  the  service  rendered  by  respondents.  Fast  through 
service  for  long  rides  is  needed  as  well  as  local  service.  The 
larger  part  of  the  traffic  on  respondents'  line  appears  to  be  long 
distance  traffic,  and  to  acconunodate  it  fast  schedules  are  re- 
quired. To  maintain  such  schedules  through  trains  making  only 
the  important  stops  are  necessary*  The  policy  of  running  such 
trains  on  interurban  roads  has  been  upheld  by  the  Commission 
in  the  cases  Chromaster  v.  Milwaukee  Northern  B.  Co.  (1912) 
8  Wis.  K.  C.  R.  734,  764;  (1915)  16  Wis.  R  0.  R.  6,  and  it 
appears  that  the  situation  here  seems  to  equally  justify  through 
trains.  The  building  of  the  line  on  private  right  of  way,  and 
grading  it  to  get  a  level  track,  is  necessary  for  first-class  through 
service,  and  the  inoonvenience  thereby  caused  to  local  passen- 
gers appears  to  be  more  than  counterbalanced  by  the  greater 
convenience  to  through  passengers. 

[3]  In  view  of  the  preceding  discussion  it  seems  clear  that 
any  change  in  rates  which  may  now  be  ordered  can  only  be  made 
In  the  direction  of  eliminating  discriminatory  features  as  be* 
tween  Howard  avenue,  and  other  stops  on  respondents'  line  and 
parallel  lines,  or  changing  rates  which  se^n  unreasonable  in 
themselves. 

[4, 6]  There  is  much  force  in  petitioners'  contention  that  the 
rate  betweai  Howard  avenue  and  Milwaukee  is  unreasonable  as 
judged  by  such  tests  as  thesa  The  charge  of  10  cents  for  rides 
which  will  probably  average  close  to  5  miles  does  not  seem  so  high 
as  to  be  unreasonable  on  the  ground  of  being  extortionate^  but 
the  5-ceiit  zone  system  necessarily  contains  discriminatory  fea* 
tares.  Five  cents  seems  to  be  too  large  a  unit  on  which  to 
compute  zone  fares  and  satisfy  the  ideas  of  justice  as  between 
stops  held  by  the  average  passenger.  The  many  difficulties  of 
the  system  are  illustrated  in  the  ^^Milwaukee  Suburban  &  Inter* 
urban  Fare  Cases"  Sdmueder  v.  Milwaukee  Light,  Heat,  &  Trao* 
tion  Co.  (1914)  18  Wi&  B.  &  &  476.  In  that  case,  as  a  result 
of  numerous  complaints  and  in  response  to  a  petition  of  the  com- 
panies concerned,  a  combined  2-cent  zone  and  mileage  fare  sys* 
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tem  was  authorized  for  the  lines  of  the  Milwaukee  Light,  Heat, 
&  Traction  Company. 

The  discriminatory  features  of  the  5-cent  zone  system  do  not 
always  constitute  unreasonable  and  unjust  charges  in  violation 
of  the  statutes,  but  they  at  least  approach  it  and  may  in  some 
cases  be  such.  Howard  avenue,  0.76  of  a  mile  from  the  city 
limits,  paid  the  same  rate,  at  the  time  of  the  hearing,  as  Bolivar 
avenue,  1.55  miles,  Layton  avenue,  2  miles,  Grange  avenue,  8 
miles,  Denster's  crossing,  3.47  miles,  and  College  avenue,  4.02 
miles.  There  is  much  of  an  element  of  injustice  in  this,  and  even 
though  the  new  tariff  filed  last  April  raised  the  rate  to  Grange, 
Denster's,  and  College  stops,  a  considerable  element  of  injustice 
still  appears  against  Howard  avenu^  as  compared  with  other 
points  on  respondents'  line. 

Distance  is  an  important  element,  and  the  rates  to  suburbs 
at  approximately  equal  distances  should  not  vary  greatly.  The 
territory  in  the  neighborhood  of  Howard  avenue  is  much  the 
same  in  nature  as  considerable  other  territory  about  Milwaukee 
to  which  mate*rially  lower  rates  from  Milwaukee  apply,  and  it 
must  compete  with  this  territory  for  suburban  settlement.  Large 
differences  in  transportation  costs  make  this  competition  unequal, 
and,  when  such  differences  are  not  based  in  particular  on  dif- 
ferences in  the  cost  of  service  or  distance  hauled,  make  it  un* 
fair.  The  differences  here  appearing  against  Howard  avenue 
are  due  to  the  inequalities  of  the  5-cent  zone  system,  and  not, 
it  would  appear,  to  any  particular  differences  in  the  cost  of  serv- 
ice or  the  distance  to  Howard  avenue. 

For  reasons  such  as  discussed  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sion that  the  fare  between  Howard  avenue  station  and  Milwaukee 
on  respondents'  line  should  be  reduced.  The  present  fare  of  5 
cents  for  the  city  oompon^it  of  sudi  a  ride  seems  reasonable  in 
itself,  and  in  view  of  respondents'  financial  condition  seems  as 
low  as  can  be  demanded.  The  pres^it  city  fare  limit  of  Okla-^ 
homa  avenue,  which  is  also  the  city  limits,  seems  the  logical 
single  fare  point*  It  is  true  that  the  limit  is  furAer  south  on 
both  the  South  Milwaukee  and  Tippecanoe  lines  of  the  Mil- 
waukee Light,  Heat,  &  Tracticm  Company,  but  Hie  extensions 
there  were  made  on  account  of  long  established  conditions  and 
the  nature  of  the  territory,  Dravo  v.  Milwaukee  Blectric  R.  & 
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Light  Co.  (1914)  15  Wis.  B.  0.  S.  8S0.  No  similaT  estab- 
lished conditions  exist  in  the  instant  oase^  and  the  territory  be- 
yond Oklahoma  avenue  is  not  what  would  be  considered  city 
territory. 

According  to  the  approximate  distance  from  Milwaukee  to 
Howard  avenue  a  oharge  of  6  cents  between  these  points  would 
appear  just  and  reasonable  on  the  basis  of  coupon  or  strip  tickets 
of  one  hundred  1-cent  coupons  for  $1  sold  at  the  companies' 
ticket  offices  or  by  mail.    The  cash  train  fare  to  remain  10  cents. 

[6]  Mention  has  already  been  made  of  the  fact  that  several 
informal  complaints  have  been  received  by  the  Commission  from 
patrons  of  respondents'  line  at  other  points  than  Howard  avenue, 
complaining  against  the  rates  now  in  effect,  and  in  some  cases 
asking  the  Commission  to  take  formal  action  in  the  matter.  On 
the  Commission's  siiggestion  formal  action  on  these  complaints 
has  been  postponed  pending  an  attempt  to  settle  the  difficulties 
without  the  necessity  of  formal  proceedings.  A  reduced  rate 
commutation  ticket  has  already  been  instituted  between  Racine 
and  Kenosha  in  response  to  one  complaint.  Most  of  the  com- 
plaints, however,  involve  the  inequalities  of  the  6-cent  zone  sys- 
tem generally,  and  in  so  far  as  they  do  this  are,  in  our  opinion, 
justilied.  These  cannot  be  fully  satisfied  unless  the  5-cent  zone 
system  is  modified.  With  this  object  in  view  the  Commission 
has  constructed  a  proposed  new  rate  schedule  for  the  Wisconsin 
section  of  the  respondents'  line  which  will  be  authorized*  This 
schedule  follows  the  lines  suggested  in  determining  a  reasonable 
rate  for  Howard  avenue.  The  rate  from  Milwaukee  to  every 
point  on  the  line  in  Wisconsin  is  computed  at  5  cents  to  Okla- 
homa avenue  plus  2  cents  per  mile,  to  the  nearest  cent,  for  the 
distance  from  Oklahoma  avenue  to  the  point  in  question.  Be- 
tween any  two  points  neither  of  which  is  in  Milwaukee  the  rate 
provided  is  approximately  the  difference  between  the  rates  to 
such  points  from  Milwaukee.  A  minimum  fare  of  5  cents  is 
permitted.  The  schedule  thus  outlined  is  quite  similar  in  gen- 
eral to  that  now  in  force  on  the  interurban  lines  of  the  Milwaukee 
Light,  Heat,  &  Traction  Company,  and  seems  to  be  the  fairest 
form  of  schedule. 

As  in  the  case  of  the  fare  to  Howard  avenue,  on  account  of  the 
difficulty  and  time  consumed  in  making  change  on  the  cars  it  is 
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deemed  adyisable  to  permit  respondent  to  add  sufficient  in  the 
case  of  a  cash  train  fare  to  make  it  a  multiple  of  5.  When  tickets 
are  purchased  at  the  companies'  offices  or  wh«i  fares  are  paid  by 
the  1-cent  coupon  tickets,  mentioned  in  the  discussion  of  the 
fares  to  Howard  avenue,  the  mileage  rates  will  apply.  This  ar- 
rangement has  the  added  advantage  that  in  the  ease  of  most  fares 
it  will  offer  inducement  to  the  purchase  of  trip  tickets  wherever 
ticket  offices  are  available,  or  of  coupon  tickets  by  frequent  rid* 
ers,  thus  securing  the  administrative  advantage  and  convenience 
of  ticket  fares  while  at  the  same  time  maintaining  the  minimum 
rate  of  2  cents  per  mile  to  which  the  respondent  appears  enti- 
tled. 

[7]  Children's  fares  are  not  altered  in  the  recommended  rates 
except  that  it  is  deemed  inadvisable  to  raise  their  fares  to  a 
multiple  of  5  when  trip  tickets  or  coupon  tickets  are  used,  and 
except,  also,  that  it  is  deemed  advisable  to  permit  two  half-fare 
passengers  riding  together,  in  cases- where  the  full  fare  ends  in 
an  odd  number,  to  ride  on  one  full  fare. 

The  rate  schedule  as  thus  outlined  constitutes  a  general  and 
material  increase  as  compared  with  the  schedule  in  effect  prior 
to  April  15,  1915,  and  as  previously  pointed  out  the  respond- 
ents apparently  are  entitled  to  such  increase.  Comparing  the  au- 
thorized schedule  with  the  one  now  in  force,  the  average  level 
of  through  fares  would  remain  approximately  as  at  present. 

Comparing  the  proposed  cash  train  fares  with  the  present 
cash  or  ticket  fares  as  between  all  points  in  Wisconsin,  it  will  be 
seen  that  in  a  great  majority  of  cases  practically  no  change  is 
made.  A  considerable  number  of  the  differences  are  slight  re- 
ductions. As  between  the  more  important  points  the  proposed 
single  or  coupon  ticket  fares  are  proportionately  small  increases 
over  the  present  25-ride  ticket  fare,  though  as  between  all  points 
the  increases  and  decreases  are  about  evenly  divided. 

The  fare  as  authorized  between  Milwaukee  and  State  Line 
station  is  80  cents  for  a  cash  train  fare  and  76  cents  for  a  ticket 
fare  as  compared  with  the  present  cash  fare  of  80  cents  and 
26-ride  ticket  fare  of  78.6  cents.  As  Winthrop  Harbor,  Illinois, 
is  the  southern  boundary  of  the  present  6-cent  zone  within  which 
State  Line  station  is  situated,  it  would  appear  that  the  proposed 
fares  in  Wisconsin  need  not  interfere  with  the  fare  provided  for 
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by  the  tariff  of  April  16,  1915,  between  Milwaukee  and  points  in 
Illinois.  The  same  is  true  for  fares  between  Bacine  and  Kenosha 
and  points  in  Illinois.  For  rides  between  a  few  less  important 
points  in  Wisconsin  and  points  in  Illinois  decreases  of  1  and  2 
cents  may  be  necessary  on  account  of  the  possibility  of  working 
a  lower  combination  of  local  fares. 

ORDER. 

A.  It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Elec- 
tric Railroad  Company  and  the  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric 
Railway  Company  discontinue  their  present  rates  of  fare  for  pas- 
senger service  between  Howard  avenue  station  and  Milwaukee, 
and  substitute  in  place  thereof  the  following  rates  of  fare  deemed 
just  and  reasonable  as  provided  in  chap.  362,  Laws  of  1905,  and 
acts  amendatory  thereto : — 

1.  A  charge  of  lO  cents  in  case  of  a  cash  fare  paid  on  the  cars 
or  a  charge  of  6  cents  each  way  in  case  of  a  fare  paid  by  a  one- 
way or  round-trip  ticket. 

2.  There  shall  be  sold,  through  ticket  agents  or  by  mail,  cou- 
pon or  strip  tickets  of  one  hundred  coupons  for  $1,  six  of  which 
coupons  shall  be  good  for  the  payment  of  any  fare  between 
Howard  avenue  station  and  Milwaukee. 

3.  The  half -fare  rates  for  a  cash  fare  paid  on  the  train  or  for 
a  ticket  or  coupon  fare,  between  Howard  avenue  station  and 
points  within  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  shall  be  one  half  the  full- 
fare  rates  for  cash  train  or  ticket  or  coupon  fares  respectively. 
When  such  a  fare  would  include  half  a  cent  a  full  cent  shall 
be  charged  therefor,  provided,  however,  that  two  half -fare  pas- 
sengers traveling  together  shall  be  permitted  to  ride  on  one  full 
ticket  or  coupon  fare. 

4.  Any  passenger  paying  a  fare  as  herein  prescribed  shall 
be  ©ititled  to  the  usual  transfer  privileges  with  the  Milwaukee 
Northern  Eailway  Company.  Passengers  presenting  transfers 
from  the  Milwaukee  Northern  Eailway  Company  shall  be  per- 
mitted to  ride  to  Howard  avenue  station  for  one  1-cent  coupon 
of  5  cents  cash  additional,  with  the  additional  charge  for  half- 
fare  passengers  computed  as  indicated  hereinbefore. 

5.  Nothing  in  this  order  contained  shall  be  construed  as  af- 
fecting the  respondents'  present  rates  and  regulations  for  the 
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transportation  of  baggage,  bicycles,  baby  carriages,  dogs,  or 
corpses ;  or  the  rates  for  chartered  car  service  for  which  the  basic 
rate  may  be  taken  at  the  cash  train  fare;  or  the  regulations  re- 
lating to  age  limits  for  free  and  half -fare  passengers ;  or  the  rates 
for  anything  other  than  the  transportation  of  passengers  between 
the  points  indicated. 

6.  Thirty  days  is  deemed  sufficient  time  within  which  to  put 
the  rates  herein  ordered  into  effect. 

B.  It  is  further  ordered  that  the  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric 
Railroad  Company  and  the  Chicago  &  Milwaukee  Electric  Rail- , 
way  Company  discontinue  their  present  rates  of  fare  for  passen- 
ger service  within  the  state  of  Wisconsin  with  the  exception  of 
local  service  rendered  by  Milwaukee  city  cars,  the  25-ride  tickets 
and  any  I'oeal  service  rendered  within  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  and 
to  substitute  in  place  thereof  the  following  rates  of  fare  deemed 
just  and  reasonabjie  as  provided  in  chap.  362,  Laws  of  1905,  and 
acts  amendatory  thereto : — 

1.  For  passenger  service  between  points  in  the  city  of  Milwau- 
kee and  other  points  in  Wisconsin  the  fare  shall  be  5  cents  to 
Oklahoma  avenue  plus  2  cents  per  mile,  to  the  nearest  cent,  on  the 
mileage  computed  from  Oklahoma  avenue,  adding  sufficient  when 
necessary,  in  case  of  a  cash  fare  paid  on  the  trains,  to  make  such 
fare  a  multiple  of  6.  The  cash  on  train  and  mileage  fares  thus 
computed  upon  the  distances  filed  with  the  Commission  are  as 
follows : — 
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Miles 

Oash 

train  'are 

Incenta 

Ticket  fare 
in  cents 

Oklahoma  Ave 

0.00 

0.76 

1.66 

2.00 

3.00 

3.47 

4.02 

6.06 

6.16 

6.60 

7.22 

7.84 

9.37 

10.47 

11.48 

12.66 

13.63 

14.70 

15.78 

16.44 

16.03 

17.35 

17.84 

18.88 

19.46 

20.89 

21.29 

22.02 

23.06 

24.11 

24.89 

25.59 

27.70 

28.70 

29.39 

30.94 

32.25 

33.25 

34.26 

35.26 

6 
10 
10 
10 
16 
15 
16 
15 
20 
20 
20 
25 
26 
30 
30 
30 
35 
35 
40 
40 
40 
40 

46 
50 
50 
50 
66 
66 
65 
60 
60 
66 
65 
70 
70 
75 
75 
80 

6 

Howard  Ave.  Station 

6* 

Bolivar  Ave. .., 

8 

La3rton  Ave. 

9 

Orange  Ave 

11 

Denster's  Crossinff 

12 

College  Ave... 

13 

Raw8on  Ave* r.^.r. ..«..,*, ...«.t««««t.....t. 

16 

Drexel  Boulevard 

17 

So.  Milwaukee  Koad 

18 

Paetc  Road 

19 

Garrollville 

21 

Oakwood  Road 

24 

Connty  Line 

26 

7  Mile  Road 

28 

6  Mile  Road 

30 

6  Mile  Road 

32 

4  Mile  Road ! 

34 

3  Mile  Road 

37 

CaiDDer'a  Road 

38 

39 

Horlicksville  Road 

40 

Racine  Gold  Club 

41 

Middle  Road 

42 

Racine  Station 

44 

Asylum  Avenue 

47 

SDrin&r  Park 

48 

Kiinkert  Road 

49 

Conntv  Line 

61 

63 

Bofle  Road 

66 

Birch  Road 

66 

Bnrlincrton  Road 

60 

Grand  Ave 

62 

Kenosha  Station 

64 

Anderson  Park 

67 

Bain  Road  or  S.  Kenosha 

70 

McKeown  Road 

72 

Tobin  Road , 

74 

State  Line 

76 

*  Competitive  rate  with  Milwaukee  Light,  Heat,  &  Traction  Co. 

2.  For  passenger  service  between  any  two  points  in  Wisconsin 
neither  of  which  is  north  of  Oklahoma  avenue,  the  fare  shall  be 
the  difference  between  the  through  mileage  fares  from  Milwaukee 
to  such  points  to  the  nearest  cent,  subject  to  the  same  provision  in 
regard  to  cash  train  fares  as  set  forth  in  §  1. 

3.  For  passenger  service  between  Harrison  street  station  and 
any  point  south  thereof,  the  fare  shall  be  equal  to  the  mileage  fare 
between  Oklahoma  avenue  and  such  point^  plus  1  cent,  subject 
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to  the  same  provision  in  regard  to  cash  train  fares  as  set  forth 
in§l. 

4.  The  minimum  fare  shall  be  6  cents. 

5.  There  shall  be  sold  through  ticket  agents  or  by  mail  coupon 
or  strip  tickets  of  one  hundred  coupons  for  $1  each  of  which 
coupons  shall  be  good  for  1  cent  in  the  payment  of  any  intemrban 
fare. 

6.  The  sale  of  the  present  reduced  rate  25-cent  ride  commuta- 
tion tickets  shall  not  be  discontinued. 

7.  Children  five  years  of  age  and  under,  accompanied  by  an 
adult,  shall  be  carried  free.  Children  over  five  years  of  age  and 
under  twelve  shall  be  charged  half  fare.  Children  twelve  years 
of  age  and  over  shall  be  charged  full  fare.  The  half -fare  rate 
shall  one  half  the  full-fare  rate  for  cash  on*  train,  ticket,  or  cou- 
pon fares  respectively.  When  such  a  fare  would  include  half  a 
cent,  a  full  cent  shall  be  charged  therefor,  provided,  however,  that 
two  half-f  %re  passengers  traveling  together  shall  be  permitted  to 
ride  on  one  full  ticket  or  coupon  fare. 

8.  Any  passenger  paying  a  fare  into  Milwaukee  as  herein  pre- 
scribed shall  be  entitled  to  the  present  transfer  privileges  with 
the  Milwaukee  Northern  Railway  Company.  Passengers  pre- 
senting transfers  from  the  Milwaukee  Northern  Railway  Com- 
pany shall  be  therefoite  credited  with  the  Milwaiikee  city  compo- 
nent of  any  intemrban  fare. 

9.  Nothing  in  this  authorization  contained  shall  be  construed 
as  affecting  respondents'  present  rates  and  regulations  for  the 
transportation  of  baggage,  bicycles,  baby  carriages,  dogs,  or 
corpses;  or  the  relativity  of  the  rates  for  chartered  car  service,' 
for  which  the  basic  rate  may  be  taken  at  the  cash  train  fare; 
or  the  52-ride  monthly  commutation  tickets  between  Racine  and 
Kenosha;  or  the  rates  for  anything  other  than  intemrban  pas- 
senger service  rendered  by  respondent  company  or  companies  in 
the  state  of  Wisconsin. 

Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  by  Half ord  Erickson,  Carl 
D.  Jackson,  Walter  Alexander,  Commissionera, 
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IIiLINOIS  PUBIilC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

CITY  OP  SPRINGFIELD 

V. 

SPEINGPIELD  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

[No  2138.] 

Yalttntimn — Co$t  of  veprodMCition  new. 

1.  The  cost  of  reproduction  new  Bhould  not  be  mitde  the  baeia  of 
WL  ga»-plaat  rate  valuation,  although  it  will  be  given  some  weights 

TiUwuMtion  —  Gas  plant  —  Land  not  uaed  or  useful* 

2.  A  temporary  storage  yard  not  used  or  useful  for  gas  making 
'will  not  be  included  in  a  ga«-plant  rate  valuation. 

M^Mmnm^^  Operating   expense '^  Bent   of   gas-holder   site '^  Pott   not 
^ssed, 

3.  An  allowance  for  rent  in  a  rate  case  will  be  made  for  only  so 
mnch  of  a  leased  gas-holder  site  as  is  used  and  useful  for  the  holder. 

yglsiCTWon  —  €fas  plant  ^Vacant  residence, 

4.  A  vacant  residence  that  is  not  a  necessary  adjunct  of  gas  mak* 
ing  will  not  be  included  in  a  gas-plant  rate  valuation,  although  it  is 
liable  to  be  occupied  by  sn  employee. 

'WaMf^sation^^Gas  plant  •^Excess  eapaeity  of  holder. 

6.  An  equitable  part  of  a  gas  holder  and  accessories  having  a  ca- 
pacity in  excess  of  present  demand  will  be  included  in  a  gas-plant  rate 
-valuation  where  the  full  capacity  will  be  eventually  utilised. 

T'aMtMeUion  —  Weight  given  experts, 

6.  In  a  gas-system  rate  valuation,  more  weight  should  be  given 
estimates  on  plant  equipment  by  experts  having  knowledge  and  expe- 
rience in  purchasing  and  installatitm  than  to  those  of  one  having  a  mere 
general  experience  in  the  gas  business. 

H^twim^  Operating  expense -^  Bent  of  offlee  fixtures  ^  Amount. 

7.  The  sum  of  $700,  and  not  $216,  was  held  a  fair  annual  (^crating 
expense  for  the  rent  of  gas  office  fumitmre  and  tetures  valued  at  $7^37, 

'Pgsl'issition'^  Pavement  over  mains, 

8.  Only  the  expense  of  paring  actually  cut  and  replaced  in  laying 
gas  mains  can  be  included  in  a  gaAystem  rate  valuation. 

-WaZ-wsation  —  Overhead  charges  •«*  Deflmitien. 

9.  Overhead  expenses  are  a  surcharge  upon  the  appraised  value  of 
tangible  property..  OEr  selected  classifications  of  sucb  property,  to  cover 
both  actual  sad  hypothetical  eonstruetion  items,  such  as  engineering, 
contingencies  and  incidentals,  administration  and  legal  expense,  super- 
wisicm  and  tools,  interest  upmi  capital,  insturanee  and  taxes,  and  other 
siniilar  items. 

-poliMiftfon— Overl^eii4  expenses '^  Skill  and  judgm^ent  in  conetruc' 
tian, 

10.  In  fixmg  SA  allowaaoe  in.  a  cats  valuaiion'^far  overhead  expenses, 
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the  skill  and  judgment  exerted  during  oonstruction  must  be  oodBideredt 
especially  as  regards  engineering  and  supervision. 
Valuation  —  Overhead  eacpenses  —  Factors  affecting. 

11.  A  relatively  large  allowance  cannot  be  made  for  overbead  diarges 
in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  plant,  unless  tbe  property  is  very  com- 
pact, exceptionally  efficient,  and  highly  suitable  for  present  require- 
ments. 

Valuation'^ Overhead  expenses ^^ Piecemeal  construction. 

12.  An  allowance  for  overhead  expenses,  based  upon  an  original  cost 
theory  of  valuation  of  a  plant  built  by  piecemeal,  must  include  items 
such  as  interest  during  construction,  preliminaries,  and  legal  expenses, 
which  would  not  appear  on  the  book  costs,  although  engineering,  super- 
vision, administration,  insurance,  and  taxes  would  be  largely  met  by 
current  expenditures. 

Valuation '^  Overhead  char ges -^  Piecemeal  construction. 

13.  Overhead  charges  should  be  relatively  low  for  a  gas  plant  built 
by  piecemeal. 

Valuation  ^^Jfiaterials  and  supplies -^  New  construction. 

14.  Materials  and  supplies  carried  for  new  construction  cannot  be 
included  in  a  rate  valuation  where  an  aUowanoe  is  made  for  interest 
during  construction. 

FoltfoMon  —  Gas  plant '•^Materials  and  supplies  ^»  By-products. 

15.  By-products  obtained  by  converting  coal  into  gas  cannot  be  in- 
cluded in  an  allowance  for  materials  and  supplies  in  a  gas-plant  rate 
valuation,  irrespective  of  whether  they  are  used  in  the  further  manu- 
facture of  gas  or  are  sold,  where  a  proper  allowance  is  made  for  the 
outlay  in  coal  and  for  operating  expenses. 

Valuation^ Gas  plant-' Material  and  supplies^ Amount. 

16.  An  allowance  of  $30,000  was  held  adequate  for  materials  and 
supplies  for  a  gas  plant,  which  was  valued  for  rate  making  at  $744,000 
exclusive  of  such  item  and  of  $26,000  for  working  capital. 

Valuation  —  Working  capital  —  Beflnition. 

17.  Working  capital  should  be  sufficient,  under  normal  conditions,  to 
meet  obligations  incurred  in  bills  payable  prior  to  reimbursemeni  from 
bills  receivable. 

Valuation  —  Oas  plant — WofMng  capital  ^  Amount. 

18.  An  allowance  of  $26,000  was  held  adequate  for  working  capital 
of  a  gas  plant,  which  was  valued  for  rate  making  at  $744,000  exclusive 
of  such  item,  and  $30,000  for  mlteriala  and  supplies. 

Bepreciation  —  Physical  —  Functional  -^  Complete  ^  iHeomplete  — 
Definitions. 

10.  Depreciation  as  an  element  in  rate  making  is  physical,  due  to 
wear  and  tear,  and  functional,  due  to  inadequacy  and  obsolescence;  the 
depreciation  of  both  classes  being  also  divided  into  complete,  which 
represents  that  part  of  the  equipment  which  has  perished  as  useful 
property,  and  incomplete,  which  represents  the  impairment  in  value  of 
parts  that  remain  in  use. 
Valuation ^ F€U!tors  to  he  considered'^  Accrued  depreciation. 

20.  A  deduction  for  accmed  depredation,  both  physical  and  funo- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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lioQal,  must  be  made  from  the  undepreciated  value  of  a  gas  plant  in 
fixing  the  value  for  rate  making,  even  though  the  utility  is  giving  100 
per  cent  service,  particularly  where  the  depreciation  has  been  met  and 
paid  back  to  the  investora 
Val%uMtion  ^  Going  valtce  —  "Bttle«  of  thunib.'' 

21.  Going  value  must  be  determined  by  the  facta  of  the  particular 
caae,  and  not  by  any  ''rules  of  thumb,"  such  as  25  per  cent  of  the 
physical  value,  or  $30  for  each  consiuner,  or  $5  for  each  inhabitant. 

TaliMition  —  Goina  value -^  Organization  expense  ^^  Accrued  deficm. 

22.  Going  value  cannot  be  allowed  on  the  basis  of  the  expense  of 
organizing  a  business,  or  on  accrued  deficits  from  early  operation,  where 
such  losses  have  been  recouped  from  earnings. 

Valuation^ Going  value m^^ Exchange  differential, 

23.  The  difference  between  the  exchange  value  of  a  utility  and  the 
present  physical  value  cannot  be  allowed  as  going  value  in  a  rate 
inquiry. 

Val^uUion  -*  Good  tpill  •—  Monopoly  —  Going  value. 

24.  Good  will  cannot  be  considered  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  utility, 
which  is  a  monopoly. 

ValtuUion^  Value  as  an  entirety -^  Factors  considered. 

25.  The  fair  value  of  a  gas  system  for  rate  making  cannot  be  found 
by  formula,  or  by  fixing  a  value  for  each  part,  or  by  segregating  the 
various  elements  of  value,  but  should  be  fixed  as  an  entirety  by  con- 
sidering all  the  evidence,  the  cost  to  reproduce,  the  original  cost,  the 
present  value,  the  overhead  charges,  including  preliminary  costs,  engi- 
neering, supervision,  interest,  insurance,  organization,  and  l^;al  ex- 
penses during  construction,  taking  into  consideration  that  the  plant  is 
in  successful  operation  and  is  a  going  concern,  and  adding  amounts  for 
working  capital  and  materials  and  supplies. 

Metum^^  Interest  necessary  to  attract  capital* 

26.  The  average  annual  interest  necessary  to  attract  capital  to  simi- 
lar utilities  may  be  considered  in  fixing  a  rate  of  return. 

JSeturn  — Oas  plant  ^^  7  per  cent  allowance. 

27.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  a  gas  plant  was  held 
reasonable. 

j  Depreciation^ Straight'line  method. 

I  28.  Hie  Illinois  Commission  prefers  the  straight-line  method  of  esti- 

mating the  annual  depreciation  of  utilities. 
Vepreeiation^Gas  plant  ^^X. 89  per  cent  alloufance. 

29.  An  allowance  of  1.89  per  cent,  equal  to  6.5  cents  a  1,000  feet  of 
gas,  was  held  sufficient  for  annual  depreciation  in  fixing  gas  rates. 

Betum  —  Operating  expenses  —  Coat  of  producing  gas  —  Savings. 

30.  An  anticipated  saving  from  making  coal  gas  instead  of  water 
gas  should  be  considered  in  fixing;  a  rate-making  allowance  for  the  cost 
of  producing  gas. 

Return  ^Operating  expenses  ^^  Sale  expenses. 

31.  Expenses  in  the  sale  of  gas  that  have  increased  disproportion- 
ately to  sales  will  not  be  allowed  in  fixing  operating  expenses  in  rate 
making. 
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Apportionment -^  Expense '^  Rent  of  general  offices  ^Oas  and  elec- 
tric departments, 

32.  Rent  of  general  offices  used  by  the  gas  and  electric  departments 
of  a  utility  should  not  be  apportioned  without  regard  to  the  incomes. 
Return -^Operating  expenses -^  Cost  of  producing  gas -^  Comparison, 
33.  In  fixing  the  cost  of  producing  gas  per  1,000  cubic  feet,  com- 
parison may  be  made  with  the  costs  in  other  cities  of  an  approximate 
size,  although  such  comparison  is  not  controlling. 
Return '^  Operating  expenses -^  Cost  of  rate  proceeding. 

34.  No  allowance  will  be  made  for  extraordinary  utility  expenses 
incurred  in  a  rate-making  proceeding,  where  the  company  has  been 
compensated  by  excessive  rates  since  its  rates  were  questioned. 

Service  —  Gas  —  Standards  —  British  thermal  unit. 

35.  British  thermal  units  are  a  fairer  gas  standard,  in  the  present 
stage  of  the  art,  than  candle  power. 

Payment  —  Gas  —  Discounts  —  Amount  —  Companies, 

36.  A  prompt  payment  discount  of  20  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet  of 
gas  was  reduced  to  10  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet,  that  being  the  custom- 
ary allowance  in  other  cities  of  comparable  siz%. 

Rates  —  Gas  —  Minimum  hill  —  Amount  —  Comparisons. 

37.  A  minimum  gas  bill  of  25  cents  per  month  per  meter  was  in- 
creased to  50  cents  per  month  to  consumers  falKng  to  use  625  cubic 
feet  per  month  from  the  primary  block  of  10,000  cubic  feet,  that  being 
the  customary  charge  in  other  cities  of  comparable  size. 

[March  9,  1916.] 

Complaint  by  the  city  of  SpringiBeld  that  the  gas  rates  of  the 
Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company  are  excessive.  The  rates 
were  found  to  be  unreasonable  and  a  new  schedule  was  set  out 
in  the  order  established.  The  new  rates  were  estimated  to  pro- 
duce a  return  of  7  per  cent,  with  annual  depreciation  of  1.89 
per  cent,  upon  an  ascertained  valuation  of  $800,000,  the  produc- 
tion cost  of  gas  being  found  to  be  50  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet. 
It  was  ordered  that  the  heat  content  should  not  be  less  than  600 
British  thermal  units  per  cubic  foot^  permission  being  given  to 
lower  an  18-candle  power  standard. 

Shaw,  Commissioner:  The  petitioner  herein,  the  city  of 
Springfield,  a  municipal  corporation  in  the  county  of  Sangamon, 
under  date  of  January  12,  1914,  filed  with  this  Commission  a 
formal  complaint,  in  which  it  is  alleged: 

"1.  That  the  petitioner,  the  city  of  Springfield,  is  a  duly  or- 
ganized municipal  corporation  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  state 

of  Illinois. 
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''2.  That  on  January  2, 1914,  the  city  council  of  the  said  city 
of  Springfield  unanimously  adopted  a  resolution  providing  for 
the  institution  before  this  Commiseion  of  proceedings  for  the 
determination  of  just  and  reasonable  rates  for  gaa. 

"3.  That  the  respondent  herein  is  a  corporation  organized  un- 
der the  laws  of  the  state  of  lUinbis  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing 
gas  for  light,  heat,  and,  power  to  the  public,  and  in  so  doing  con- 
stitutes itself  a  public  utility  subject  to  the.  jurisdiction  of  this 
Commission. 

^'4.  That  the  respondent  now  is,  and  has  for  a  long  space  of 
time  heretofore  been,  selling  gas  to  the  public  at  rates  much  high- 
er than  such  service  is  reasonably  worth,  and  are  admitted  by  it 
to  be  excessive. 

^'5.  That,  as  a  result  of  an  investigation  by  competent  experts, 
the  petitioner  believes  the  fair  present  value  of  the  property  of 
respondent  does  not  exceed  $700,000,  and,  upon  this  value,  the 
prices  now  charged  for  gas  for  the  year  ending  'May  31,  1913, 
produced  an  income  of  more  than  13-^  per  cent;  that  a  rate  of 
6  per  cent  would  be  fair  and  reasonable  and  may  be  had  by  the 
collection  of  75  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold, 

"6.  That  the  petitioner  believes  the  respondent  has  been  en- 
gaged in  the  business  of  furnishing  gas  to  the  public  since  the 
year  1855 ;  that  the  cash  dividends  received  by  stockholders  on 
their  contributions  from  that  date  to  the  present  time  have  aver- 
aged more  than  25  per  cent  annually;  that,  because  of  increasing 
sales  without  corresponding  increase  in  operating  expenses  and 
investments,  the  respondent  will  be  able  to  realize  a  just  and  rea- 
sonable return  if  gas  be  sold  at  the  net  rate  of  70  cents  per 
thousand  cubic  feet,  and  that  the  said  rate  should  be  established 
by  an  order  of  this  Commission." 

And  the  petitioner  prays:  "That  such  rate  or  rates  for  gas 
furnished  by  the  respondent,  as  may  appear  just  and  reasonable, 
be  fixed  by  this  Commission." 

In  answer  to  the  petitioner's  complaint,  the  respondent  herein, 
the  Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  a  corporation  and  pub- 
lic utility,  organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  state  of 
Illinois,  admits: 

"1.  That  the  petitioner,  the  city  of  Springfield,  is  a  duly  or- 
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ganized  mTmicipality,  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  state  of 
Illinois. 

"2.  That  the  said  city  of  Springfield  did,  on  January  2,  1914, 
adopt  the  resolution  as  alleged  in  complaint  of  the  petitioner. 

"3.  That  the  respondent  operates  a  gas  plant,  furnishing  serv- 
ice to  the  public  in  Springfield  and  its  suburbs,  and  is  a  public 
utility  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission.'' 

But  denies: 

"4.  That  it  now  is,  and  for  a  long  space  of  time  heretofore  has 
been,  selling,  gas  at  rates  which  are  higher  than  such  service  is 
reasonably  worth,  which  are  wholly  unreasonable,  and  which  are 
admitted  by  it  to  be  excessive. 

"5.  That  the  fair  value  of  the  gas  property  does  not  exceed* 
$700,000;  but  alleges,  on  the  other  hand,  that  its  value  is 
$1,100,000. 

"6,  That  the  net  income  during  the  year  ending  May  81, 1913, 
exceeded  a  rate  of  13^  per  cent  or  that  a  reasonable  rate  of  return 
would  be  not  to  exceed  6  per  cent  or  that  such  reasonable  rate 
may  be  had  by  a  charge  of  75  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of 
gas  sold. 

"7.  That  from  1855  to  the  present  time,  the  average  cash  divi- 
dends received  by  stockholders  exceeded  25  per  cent  annually,  or 
that  the  dividend  return  has  any  bearing  in  determining  a  fair 
and  just  rate  for  gas  service* 

^'8,  That  it  will  be  able  to  realize  a  just  and  reasonable  return 
by  furnishing  gas  at  the  net  price  of  70  cents  per  thousand  cubic 
feet,  or  that  such  a  rate  should  be  established  by  this  Commis- 
sion.*' 

And  finally  submits : 

"9.  That  the  schedule  of  rates  for  gas  service  now  in  force  in 
Springfield  is  as  low  as  can  be  furnished,  in  justice  and  equity  to 
both  the  public  and  the  respondent." 

An  initial  hearing  in  the  matter  was  held  in  Springfield  on 
February  3,  1914,  before  the  full  Commission.  The  petitioner 
entered  its  appearance  in  city  attorney  A.  D.  Stevens.  The  re- 
spondent entered  its  appearance  in  P,  B.  Warren,  as  counseL 
Twenty-four  separate  hearings,  consuming  sixty-two  days'  time, 
were  held,  all  in  Springfield,  with  one  exception,  which  was  held 
in  Chicago.    The  final  hearing  of  the  case  took  place  on  Novem- 
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bcr  8,  1915,  at  Springfield,  Twenty-nine  witnesses  either  gave 
testimony  or  presented  exhibits.  The  petitioner  submitted  five 
witnesses,  the  respondent  submitted  twenty-three,  and  the  Com- 
mission's engineering  staff  submitted  one.  Exhibits  to  the  num- 
ber of  283  were  introduced — 217  by  the  petitioner,  61  by  the 
respondent,  and  5  by  the  Commission's  engineering  staff.  The 
testimony  and  exhibits  have  been  introduced  as  evidence  bearing 
upon  the  inventory,  appraisal,  and  valuation  of  respondent's  prop- 
erty used  in  and  useful  to  rendering  gas  service  in  the  city  of 
Springfield,  upon  operating  expenses  incurred  in  the  manufac- 
ture and  delivery  of  the  said  gas  service,  and  upon  other  matters 
pertaining  to  reasonable  gas  rates.  In  the  regular  course  of  pro- 
cedure, a  representative  of  the  Commission's  engineering  staff, 
at  various  times,  visited  the  respondent's  gas  plants  and  prop- 
erties, checked  its  inventories  and  exhibits,  inspected  the  physi- 
cal condition  of  the  property,  examined  certain  of  the  respond- 
ent's records,  secured  statements  of  operating  expenses  and 
revenues,  and  determined  as  far  as  practicable  all  facts  and  data 
which  relate  to  the  case  at  bar.  Subsequent  to  the  hearings  in 
the  matter,  counsel  for  petitioner  and  counsel  for  the  respondent 
both  filed  briefs  and  reply  briefs.  The  last  reply  brief  was  filed 
imder  date  of  November  15,  1915. 

A  sununation  of  the  various  witnesses,  alphabetically  arranged, 
together  with  their  occupations,  and  including  a  short  description 
of  their  qualifications,  as  it  appears  from  the  record,  is  sub- 
joined. The  list  is  inserted  to  assist  in  the  identification  of 
names  which  may  be  used  hereinafter. 

AsuLMB,  Alton  D. 

ConBttlting  engineer  and  valuation  expert.  Retained  by  the  city  of 
Springfield  to  make  a  valuation  of  respondent's  gas  property. 

AMDBsoir,  H.  C. 

Consulting  engineer  and  professor  at  the  University  of  Mic]\^gan. 
Graduate  in  mechanical  engineering  course  of  Kentucky  State  Univer- 
sity; assistant  to  master  mechanic  of  Cincinnati  Southern  Railroad, 
four  years;  professor,  sixteen  years;  consulting  engineer,  eight  years. 
Betained  by  respondent  to  make  valuation  of  its  property. 

tafu,  E.  W. 

Public-utility  expert.  Graduate  of  Amherst  College^  1S80;  Doctor 
of  PhUosophy,  Johns  Hopkins  University,  1885;  engaged  in  teaehing 
until  1809;  sinoe  1900  engaged  in  publio^utility  affairs;  superintendent 
of  water  department,  city  ol  Cleveland;  also  deputy  commissioner  of 
wator  su^i>ly,  gas,  and  electricity,  city  of  Kew  York;  member  of  board 
of  supervising  engineers,  city  of  Chicago,  at  time  of  hearings  herein.  Re- 
tained by  city  of  Springfield  to  make  valuation  of  respondent's  gas  prop- 
er^. 
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Bekoel,  Geobob  As 

Civil  engineer,  employed  by  Springfield  Consolidated  Railway  Com- 
pany. Appeared  in  behalf  of  the  respondent  in  support  of  certain  plats 
and  blue  prints  which  form  a  part  of  respondent's  exhibit  No.  4. 

Bbowk,  J.  A. 

Oas  engineer.  Graduate  University  of  Kicfaigan,  mechanical  aigi- 
neering  department;  later,  draftsman,  erector  in  charge,  master  me- 
chanic, resultsman,  and  assistant  to  superintendent  with  Grand  Rapids 
Gaslight  Company;  at  present  employed  as  gas  engineer  by  Hodenp^l, 
Hardy,  &  Company.  Retained  by  respondent  to  make  valuation  of  its 
gas  property. 

BEA.NDT,  EdWABD  W. 

Gas  fitter,  employed  by  the  respondent.    Appeared  in  behalf  of  re- 
spondent in  reference  to  an  investigation  made  in  regard  to  service 
pipes. 
Campbell,  B.  G. 

Assistant  general  manager,  employed  by  the  respondent.     Appeared 
in  behalf  of  respondent  in  regard  to  an  inventory  of  buildings. 
CoNELiNO,  Clinton  L. 

Attorney  for  the  N.  H.  Ridgely  estate.    Appeared  in  behalf  of  re- 
spondent in  regard  to  price  paid  per  share  for  sale  to  the  respondent  of 
stock  formerly  held  by  the  Ridgely  estate. 
Cooks,  Andbew. 

Specialist  in  public-utility  securities.    Appeared  in  behalf  of  reapon- 
'    dent  in  regard  to  methods  of  financing  pubuc-utility  properties. 
Cbowell,  Howabd  H. 

President   of   the   Michigan   Railway    Company  of    Michigan.    Em- 
ployed by  Hodenpyl,  Hardy,  &  Company.    Appeared  in  behalf  of  re- 
spondent in  regard  to  '"value*'  and  ''fair  value"  of  publie  utilities  for 
rate-making  purposes. 
Dawson,  Geoboe  H. 

Superintendent  of  the  Yespondent's  gas  department.  Appeared  in  be- 
half of  respondent  in  regard  to  inventory  submitted  as  respondent's 
exhibit  No.  4. 

FiNNET,  OSCAB  J. 

.  Foreman  of  construction,  employed  by  the  respondent.     Appeared  in 
behalf  of  respondent  in  regard  to  an  investigation  of  service  pipes. 

FiBOHEB,  EOWABD. 

Pipe  fitter,  employed  by  the  respondent.    Appeared  in  behalf  of  re- 
spondent in  r^ard  to  an  investigation  of  service  pipes.  « 
Hall,  James. 

Member  of  the  accounting  firm  of  Marwick,  Mitchell,  Peat,  k  Com- 
pany.   Appeared  in  behalf  of  petitioner  in  r^ard  to  an  investigation 
of  the  books  and  accoimts  of  the  respondent. 
JoBST,  Geobob  J. 

Member  of  firm  of  A.  V.  Jobst  k  Sons,  general  contractors  of  Peoria, 
Illinois.  Graduate  in  architectural  and  civil  engineering.  University 
of  Illinois;  seventeen  years*  experience  as  general  contractor*  Ap- 
peared in  behalf  of  respondent  in  regard  to. an  appraisal  of  buildings 
and  structures  of  the  gas  property. 
Keiseb,  Geobge. 

Pipeman,  employed  by  respondent.  Appeared  in  behalf  of  respondent 
in  regard  to  an  investigation  of  service  pipes. 

LuTU,  A.  8.  B. 

Gas  engineer  attached  to  the  engineering  staff  of  the  State  Poblie 
Utilities  Commission  of  Illinois.  Technically  educated  in  England  and 
extensively  employed  in  various  phases  of  gas  engineering  and  opera- 
tion in  England.    Subsequently  he  came  to  the  United  States,  where  he 
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has  been  esmployed  continuouflly  in  many  branchea  of  ooiistni0tloii,  sale, 
and  installation  of  gaa  plants  and  ^nipment.    Prepared  and  submitted, 
in  behalf  of  the  Commission's  engineering  staff,  an  appriaisal  of  r^ 
qpondent's  gas  property. 
Maxwell,  E.  L. 

Accountant,  employed  by  Hodenpyl,  Hardy,  ft  Company.  Appeared 
in  behalf  of  respondent  in  support  of  an  audit  of  respondent's  books  and 
accounts,  introduced  as  respondent's  exhibit  No.  11.^  • 

KiwTON,  Frank  A. 

Rate  expert,  employed  by  Hodenpyl,  Hardy,  ft  Company.  Appeared 
in  behalf  of  respondent,  in  support  of  an  analysis  of  statistics  bearing 
upon  going  yalue,  and  introduced  as  Newton's  exhibits  Nos.  1  to  20, 
inclusiye. 

Odiobxb,  W.  H. 

Former  superintendent  and  general  manager  of  the  respondent.  Ap- 
peared in  behalf  of  petitioner  in  regard  to  operation  of  respondent's  gas 
property  prior  to  1903  and  in  regard  to  its  yalue  at  that  date,  and  «ab- 
mitted  Odiome's  exhibits  Nos.  1  to  18,  inolusiye. 

OWKK,  C.  L. 

In  charge  of  the  respondent's  new  business  department.  Appeared 
in  behalf  of  respondent  m  regard  to  respondent's  exhibit  No.  4. 

Patne,  Edwabd  W. 

Banker  and  real  estate  dealer  in  Springfield,  Illiaois;  also  director 
of  Springfield  Consolidated  Railway  Company.  Appeared  in  behalf  of 
respondent  in  regard  to  a  proper  rate  of  return  upon  investment. 

Seatxee,  William  E. 

Certified  public  accountant,  employed  by  Price,  Waterhou8^,  ft  Com* 
pany  (public  accountants).  Appeared  in  behalf  of  respondent  in  regard 
to  Seatree's  exhibit  Na  1,  showing  rate  of  return  on  inyestment  of  man- 
ufacturing and  trading  corporations  which  are  not  subject  to  state 
regulation. 

Shephebd,  W.  H. 

Barn  superintendent,  employed  by  the  respondent.  Appeared  in  be- 
half of  respondent  in  support  of  inventory  of  barn  equipment. 

Slatkb,  William. 

Expert  accountant,  employed  by  Marwiek,  Mitchell,  Peat,  ft  Company 
(public  accountants).    Appeared  in  behalf  of  petitioner  in  support  of 
Slater's  exhibits  Nos.  1  to  7,  inclusive,  showing  examination  of  the  re- 
spondent's books  and  accounts. 
SWEASINOEN,  H.  G. 

Formerly  employed  by  respondent.    Appeared  in  behalf  of  respond- 
ent in  regard  to  inventory  of  gas  property. 
Sttluva:?,  Charles  E. 

Real   estate  agent  in   Springfield,   Illinois.    Appeared   i;i  behalf   of 
respondent  in  support  of  an  appraisal  of  respondent's  lands: 
Tmxell,  W.  8. 

Real  estate  dealer  in  Springfield,  Illinois.    Appeared  in  behalf  of 
respondent  in  support  of  an  appraisal  of  respondent's  lands. 
WofUVB,  Samxtel. 

Manager  of  public-utility  properties,  employed  by  Hodenpyl,  Hardy, 
ft  Company.     Appeared  in  behalf  of  respondent  in  Biq>port  of  Wolffe's 
exhibits  Nos.  1  to  6,  Inclusive,  and  in  support  of  other  matters  regard- 
ing valuation  and  operation  of  respondent's  gaa  property. 
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The  exhibits  submitted  by  the  above  witnesses  are  tabulated 

as  follows: 

Presented  by  In  behalf  of  ^^ibits^ 

AdamB,  A.  D Petitioner   174 

Anderson,  H.  C Eespondent 2 

Bemis,  E.  W Petitioner   18 

Brown,  J.  A.  Respondent 7 

CampbeU,  B.  0 Respondent 5 

Cooke,  Andrew   Respondent 2 

Crowell,  H.  H Respondent 1 

Dawson,  G.  H Respondent 1 

Little,  A.  S.  B Engineering  staff 5 

Maxwell,  E.  L Respondent 1 

Newton,  Frank  A Respondent 28 

Odiorne,  W.  H Petitioner 18 

Respondent !  ^ Respondent 8 

Seatree,  W.  E Respondent 1 

Slater,  William    Petitioner   7 

Wolffe,  Samuel   Respondent ._ 5 

Total  ^ 283 

History  of  the  Property. 

The  original  operating  utility,  the  Springfield  Gaslight  Com- 
pany, was  granted  a  charter  by  the  legislature  of  the  state  of 
Illinois  on  February  27,  1854.  The  charter  gave  it  the  exclusive 
right  to  manufacture  and  sell  gas  in  Springfield  and  its  suburbs 
for  a  period  of  twenty-five  years.  The  charter  limited  the  capital 
stock  to  $300,000,  divided  into  shares  of  $50  each,  permitted  the 
company  to  hold  real  estate  to  the  value  of  $75,000,  and  granted 
authority  to  lay  pipes  in  the  streets  of  Springfield,  subject  to 
the  consent  of  the  municipality.  A  price  of  $3.25  per  thousand 
cubic  feet  of  gas  was  prescribed,  with  street  lamps  at  $25  each 
per  year.  These  prices  were  maintained  until  1878,  when  the 
price  of  gas  was  reduced  to  $2  per  thousand  cubic  feet.  In  1884, 
a  contract  ordinance  was  granted  the  company  by  the  city  of 
Springfield,  and  agreed  to  by  the  gas  company.  The  agreement 
ran  for  a  term  of  ten  years,  fixed  the  price  of  gas  at  $1.50  (net) 
per  thousand  cubic  feet,  and  stipulated  the  quality  of  gas  at 
18-candle  power.  At  various  times,  other  companies  have  at- 
tempted to  enter  the  field  as  competitors,  but  no  substantial  prog- 
ress appears  to  have  been  made  by  any  rival. 

Under  the  charter  of  1854,  the  Springfield  Gaslight  Company 
was  organized  with  a  capital  stock  of  $75,000,  which  was  main- 
tained until  March,  1903,  when  the  entire  1,500  shares  were  ac- 
quired by  Hodenpyl,  Walbridge,  &  Company,  a  partnership,  for 
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a  oonsideration  of  $501,160,  exclusive  of  approximately  $5,700 
in  brokerage  fees.  At  this  time  $75,000  additional  capital  stock 
was  issued)  makijag  the  outstanding  stock  total  $150,000  (par 
yalue).  In  addition,  $150,000  of  5  per  cent  first-mortgage  bonds, 
due  in  1953,  were  issued.  On  March  14,  1908,  the  capital  stock 
was  further  increased  to  $275,000.  Hodenpyl,  Walbridge^  & 
Company  were  succeeded  by  Hodenpyl,  Hardy,  &  Company,  who 
incorporated 'under  the  laws  of  New  York  in  1911.  This  syn- 
dicate now  seems  to  be  in  control  of  the  operation  of  the  respond- 
ent's property. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders  on  April  18,  1913,  the  name 
was  changed  from  the  Springfield  Gaslight  Company  to  the 
Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  respondent  herein.  At 
that  time,  the  local  electric  utility  was  absorbed  and  joined  with 
the  gas  utility.  The  capital  of  the  consolidated  utilities  was  fixed 
at  $3,000,000,  of  which  $1,500,000  represented  6  per  cent  cumu- 
lative preferred  stock  on  which  regular  quarterly  dividends  of 
1^  per  cent  have  since  been  paid,  and  $1,500,000  represented  com- 
mon stock.  The  $1,500,000  in  conamon  stock  was  exchanged 
for  the  assets  of  the  Springfield  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company. 
The  respondent  assumed  the  liabilities  of  the  former  electric 
utility.  At  that  time,  it  appears  that  both  companies  were  con- 
trolled by  the  Springfield  Kailway  &  Light  Company.  The  afore- 
said steps  in  the  development  of  the  present  gas  and  electric 
utility  in  Springfield  are  set  forth  concisely  in  table  I. 

It  appears  that  the  entire  proceeds  of  the  initial  stock  issue  of 
$75,000  were  consumed  in  the  construction  of  the  original  gas 
plant,  that  the  1903  stock  increase  of  $75,000  was  paid  into  the 
utility's  treasury  and  expended  for  additions  and  betterments,, 
that  the  1903  bond  issue  of  $150,000  represented  $25,000  in» 
cash  and  $125,000  in  dividends,  that  the  1908  stock  increase 
of  $125,000  represented  $27,600  in  cash  and  $97,400  of  .divi- 
dends. In  regard  to  the  actual  cash  investment,  the  witness 
Bemis,  from  his  investigation,  declares: 

'^  .  .  ;  so  that  we  have  this  situation,  that  is  to  say,  out  of 
$150,000  of  outstanding  bonds,  only  $25,000  was  paid  for  by 
cash,  and,  out  of  $275,000  of  stock,  only  $150,000  was  paid  for 
by  cash ;  so  only  $175,000  represented  any  payment  by  the  stock 
or  bond  holders.     .     .     /'     (5  Record,  616). 
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Since  1903^  when  the  Springfield  gas  utility  changed  hands,  it 
appears  that  plant  extensions  have  heen  paid  for  through  the 
medium  of  certain  bills  payable,  which  aggregate  a  total  face 
value  of  $186,478.  (Maxwell's  exhibit  B-6.)  The  proceeds 
of  these  notes  and  the  interest  which  they  bear  are  not  readily 
apparent, 

TABLE  I.— SECURITT  ISSUES. 

.  Springfield  Oaa  d  Electrio  Company — Gaa  Department. 

(Compiled  from  HaU's  Exhibits  Nos.  1  and  2,  Correct  to  May  1,  1914.) 


Total 

Oatstandinff 

Stocks 

Total  Bonds 

Oertifioatea  of  Indebtedness 

Date  of  iBsae 

Total  Amount 
Issued 

Paid  In 
Cash 

Converted  Into 
Stock 

(1) 
1  1864  June  16. 

(2) 

48.000 
76.000 
160.000 

(8) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

2  1856  June  8.. 

S  IMS  May  29.. 

•i50,oo(y" 

4  1907  

$101,115.40 

$28,116.40 

5  1906  M*Cta  14. 

275,000 

6  1908  

46.000.00 

16.600.00 
6.000.00 

$07,400 

7  1909  

8  IdlS  April  18. 

8,000.000** 

* — 6  per  cent  first  mortgage  bonds,  due  in  1953. 
•• — $1,500,000  common;  $1,500,000  preferred. 

The  disposition  of  all  issues  of  stock  are  indicated  in  table  II. 
herein. 

Intennediate  between  Hodenpyl,  Hardy,  &  Company  and  the 
Springfield  Railway  &  Light  Company,  which  owns  both  the 
Springfield  Consolidated  Railway  Company  and  the  Springfield 
Gas  &  Electric  Company,  there  are  the  Commonwealth  Power, 
Railway,  &  Light  Company  and  the  Union  Railway,  Gas,  &  Elec- 
tric Company.  The  exact  intercorporate  relations  between  the 
various  companies  do  not  appear  in  the  record  of  the  case.  The 
Commonwealth  Power,  Railway,  &  Light  Company  (New  York 
city),  the  Union  Railway,  Gas,  &  Electric  Company  (New  York 
city),  and  the  Springfield  Railway  &  Light  Company,  all  de- 
cline to  file  annual  reports  with  this  Commission  on  the  grounds 
that  they  are  holding  but  not  operating  utilities. 
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TABUS  U.--LI6T  OF  STOGKHOLDJBRa 

Bprmgfield  Oaa  d  Electric  Company. 

Commoxi  Stock  (Early  IsBuee).* 

Shares  of 

$50  Each 

Fully  Paid. 

1  WiUiaai  Ridgdy 

2  W.  D.  Keya 

3  George  Reiseh  

4  W.  T.  Willett 

5  W.  H.  Barthold 

6  A.  D.  Furlong 

7  B.  C.  Cobb  

8  Fidelity  ft   Columbia  Trust   Company,   Louisyille, 

Kentucky  (Trustee)  5,493 


10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 


18 


Total 6,500 


Common  Stodt  (1913  Issue). 


Shares  of 
$100  Each 


Fully  Pai 

B.  C.  Cobb,  New  York,  N.  Y 

W.  H.  Barthold,  New  York,  N.  Y 

John  W.  Bunn,  Springfield   

William  Ridgely,  Sprmgfield    

J.  F.  Miller,  Springfield  

George  Reisch,  Springfield  

A.  D.  Mackie,  Springfield 

Fidelity  ft  Columbia  Trust  Company,  Louisville, 
Kentucky    (Trustee)    14,993 


Par  Value 
of  Stock. 
$50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 

274,650 

$275,000 


Par  Value 
of  Stock. 
$100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

1,499,300 


Total   15,000        $1,500,000 


Preferred  Stock  (1918  Issue)  .••♦ 

Shares  of 

$100  Each       Par  Value 
FuUyPaid.      of  Stock. 

19  Fidelity  ft  Columbia  Trust  Company,  Louisville, 

Kentucky    (Trustee)    15,000        $1,500,000 

20  Total  Stock   ( 1913  Issue)    30,000        $3,000,000 

• — ^As  of  December  31,  1912  (Hairs  exhibit  No.  I,  schedule  No.  15). 

•*--As  of  March  31,  1914  (Hall's  exhibit  No.  2,  schedule  No.  15). 
— ^As  of  June  30,  1915   (report  to  this  Commission). 
••* — ^Preferred  stock  has  no  voting  power.    All  stock,  except  directors' 
qualifying  shares,  is  owned  by  Springfield  Railway  ft  Light  Company. 

Orowih — Fmancidl  and  Physical. 

In  addition  to  the  above  ehort  historical  sketch,  the  financial 
and  physical  growth  of  the  respondent's  gas  property  is  of  con- 
siderable interest  Financially,  the  respondent  appears  to  have 
been  exceptionally  prosperous  almost  since  its  inception.  Divi- 
dends have  been  quite  large,  and  additions  and  betterments  have 
been  constructed  principally  out  of  earnings.  A  surplus  fund  of 
over  $100,000  has  been  accumulated.  From  a  small  net  income 
of  $1^450  in  1865,  earnings  have  grown  so  that  present  net  in'- 
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come  may  be  reckoned  between  $66,000  and  $70,000  annually, 
at  the  present  rates  of  charge  for  gas  service.  In  1902,  just 
prior  to  the  acquisition  of  the.  property  by  Hodenpyl,  Walbridge, 
&  Company,  net  income  had  reached  nearly  $40,000  and  surplus 
had  reached  $136,600.  These  figures,  indicating  prosperity,  un- 
doubtedly influenced  Hodenpyl,  Walbridge,  &  Company  to  pay 
between  six  and  seven  times  the  par  value  of  the  outstanding 
stock  ($75,000  par)  in  order  to  secure  ownership.  Before  1903, 
the  dividends  had  averaged  28.6  per  cent  upon  the  par  value  of 
the  $75,000  of  outstanding  stock.  Annual  dividends,  up  to 
1914,  have  averaged  25.2  per  cent  of  the  par  value  of  the  stock 
outstanding  each  year.  It  appears  that  earnings  have  not  been 
so  high  upon  the  actual  value  of  the  property;  but  it  may  be 
said  with  safety  that  the  earnings  have  averaged  in  excess  of 
25  per  cent  of  the  actual  cash  proceeds  of  sales  of  stocks  and 
bonds.  The  financiar  growth  of  the  gas  property  in  Springfield 
is  shown  in  considerable  detail  in  table  III. 

The  successful  financial  growth  of  the  respondent  has  been 
reflected  similarly  in  accessions  to  its  physical  property.  Of  late 
years,  the  respondent  has  advocated  its  gas  product  rather  ex- 
tensively for  large  consumers,  and  has  created  a  more  widespread 
knowledge  of  the  uses  of  gas  for  industrial  and  heating  pur- 
poses. Evidently  such  a  policy  has  resulted  in  a  more  general 
gas  consumption,  with  a  consequential  increase  of  plant  and 
service  facilities.  The  increase  in  miles  of  mains  installed  in 
the  streets  is  apace  of  the  increase  in  the  population  of  Spring- 
field. The  increase  in  services  and  meters  is  a  measure  of  the 
rapid  increase  in  the  number  of  consumers.  Increase  in  the 
size  and  number  of  gas  holders  is  indicative  of  the  increase  in 
plant  equipment.  It  is  noteworthy  that  a  large  proportion  of 
this  increased  plant  and  equipment  has  been  installed  out  of 
earnings.  Past  management  and  operation,  from  a  financial 
point  of  view,  appear  to  the  respondent's  credit 

The  gas  property  in  Springfield,  like  the  majority  of  similar 
utilities,  started  with  a  small  nucleus,  which  was  extended  and 
developed  gradually  as  the  send-out  increased,  until  the  existing 
system  has  resulted.  The  growth,  year  by  year,  prior  to  1903,  is 
somewhat  difficult  of  ascertainment,  owing  to  insufficient  and 
inadequate  early  records.     Since  1903,  when  the  gas  property 
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in  Springfield  changed  hands,  the  records  have  been  maintained 
in  better  shape.  Statistics,  gathered  from  the  respondent's  rec- 
ords, to  show  the  growth  of  the  system,  are  compiled  in  tables  IV. 
to  Vli.  (inclusive).  The  increase  in  the  number  and  the  ca- 
pacity of  the  gas  holders  is  a  further  indication  of  the  respond- 
ent's growth.  The  first  gas  holder  to  be  installed  was  a  compara- 
tively small  one,  and  has  since  been  retired.  Small  holders  of 
85,000  cubic  feet  and  60,000  cubic  feet  capacity  were  erected  in 
1860  and  1868,  respectively,  and  these  holders  are  still  in  serv- 
ice. Further  growth  of  the  respondent's  gas  business,  in  1883, 
necessitated  the  installation  of  a  third  holder,  which  possesses 
capacity  to  store  200,000  cubic  feet  of  gas.  A  fourth  holder  of 
1,000,000  cubic  feet  capacity  was  completed  by  the  respondent 
in  1913.  Some  of  the  witnesses  in  the  case,  notably  Adams,  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder  possesses 
a  storage  capacity  which  is  greatly  in  excess  of  present  and 
near-future  requirements.  (4  Kecord,  264.)  Adams  contended 
strongly  that  the  respondent  was  entitled  to  no  return  upon 
such  excess  investment.  The  respondent,  upon  the  other  hand, 
insisted  that  the  large  holder  was  designed  only  to  meet  the 
reasonable  needs  of  the  future, — an  indication  of  the  respondent's 
faith  in  the  continued  growth  of  its  gas  sales.  Although  there 
is  considerable  in  the  record  to  indicate  that  the  total  holder 
capacity  is  excessive  and  that  some  of  the  smaller  holders  could 
be  retired,  the  Comimission  is  making  its  finding  of  present 
value  to  include  all  four  holders,  and  is  assuming  that  in  a  very- 
few  years  the  respondent  herein  will  complete  what  obviously 
seems  to  have  been  its  previous  plans  to  supplant  a  large  portion 
of  its  down-town  plant  by  more  modern  gas-manufacturing  equip- 
ment erected  at  the  outskirts  of  the  city,  on  land  adjacent  to  the 
1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder.  Such  a  plan  would  permit  the  writ- 
ing off  in  the  capital  account  of  a  large  quantity  of  old  plant 
equipment,  and  also  would  render  possible  the  sale  of  some  down- 
town real  estate  which  has  appreciated  greatly  in  market  value 
since  its  original  purchase  for  gas-manufacturing  purposes. 
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TABLE  IV.— GAS  HOLDERS. 
BpriHgfield  Qua  &  Electric  Company* — Oaa  Department, 


Holder 

Year  built 

Capacity^ 

1 

(1) 
BrIck-taDk  single-lift  holder 

(2) 

1868 

1860 
1897 

1883 
190S 
1913 

(8) 
60.000  cubic  feet 

? 

Brick-taok  two-lift  holder 

Tank 

85,000  cubic  feet 

Steel  

Brick-tank  two-lift  holder 

Tank 

200.000  cubic  feet 

Steel 

Steel-tank  three-lift  holder 

1.000.000  cubic  feet 

9 

Total— Four  Holders 

1.845.000  cubic  feet 

-Bmbraces  predecessors. 


¥ 


s2 

^  3><-t  « 
o  s   -5 

3  I  5^ 

09 
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TABLE  VI.— NUMBER  OF  SERVICES  INSTALLED. 

Springfield  Om  dc  Electric  Company^ — Qas  Department. 

(Correct  to  May  1,  1914.) 


Servteef  to  Meters 

SerrioeB  to  Ourb 

Total 
aU 

Tear   InstmUed 

«• 

V 

1%" 

\W 

2» 

Total 

IK" 

1%" 

2» 

Total 

^- 

(1) 
1    Prior  to  1901... 

(2) 

778 
12 
18 
14 
8 
9 
12 
8 

(8) 

868 

Ul 
65 
81 
86 
48 
66 
19 
9 
8 
11 

(4) 

607 
1.087 
847 
641 
652 
719 
668 
646 
627 
640 
27 

(6) 

18 
11 
73 
18 
8 
8 
6 
6 
2 
6 
26 

(6) 

22 
8 

78 
9 
4 

10 
8 

6 

29 
64 

(7) 

•2.866 
749 

969 

••592 

627 

796 

686 

668 

574 

•«644 

27 

(8) 

(») 

(10) 

(U) 

(12) 
2,866 

2    Durins    1904... 

749 

S          •'         1906... 
4          '*         1906... 

1 

2 

12 

7 

88 
82 

11 

48 

4 

88 

18 

47 

2 

13 

7 

41 

32 

11 

48 

8 

1,298 
971 

s     •'     1907.  : 

S          ••         1908... 

1 

605 
634 

7  "          1909... 

8  ••          1910... 

8 

887 
718 

9          •'          1911... 

574 

10          ••          1912. . . 

10 

1 

^^ 

U           -          1918... 
H          •*         1914... 

4 

662 
27 

13    Total 

867 

1.096 

7,978 

181 

228 

10.844 

155 

84 

20 

209 

no.658 

Compiled  from  Adams'  Exhibit  No.  A-42. 

t — Embraces  predecessors. 

X — Includes  351  abandoned  services. 

• — Includes  one  6-lnch  service. 
•• — Includes  one  3-lnch  service. 
••• — Includes  two  S-lncb  service. 

TABLE  VIL--8TATEMENT  OF  METERS. 

Springfield  Qob  d  Electric  Campanyt — Oas  Department, 

(Correct  to  May  1,  1914.) 


Tear  Purchased 

Siie 

-Number  of  Lfsrhts 

Total  aU 

8-llght 

6-liKht 

All  Others 

Sises 

1 

(1) 
Prior  to  1904 

(2) 
2 

(8) 

822 
1,067 
885 
764 
250 
598 
851 
399 
700 
799 

(4) 
140 

12 
82 
24 

12 

(5) 
2.961 

2 

IKufnfr   1904 

830 

3 

1906 

1.064 

4 

1906 

888 

5 

'•         1907 

762 

4S 

1908 

250 

••         1909 

598 

g 

1910 

862 

9 

1911 

411 

10 

-         1912 

762 

u 

1918 

823 

22 

••         1914 

12 

Total 

32 

1,926 

8,788 

276 

10,288 

Compiled  from  Adams'  Exhibit  No.  A-20. 
X — ^Embraces  predeoessors. 

Note: — Of  the  10,233  meters  owned  by  the  company,  251  S-light,  154  5- 
light,  and  22  others  are  not  installed — ^total,  427. 

Description  of  System. 

The  respondent's  production  plant  occupies  land  on  both  sides 
of  Washington  street,  immediately  west  of  First  street,  situated 
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but  a  short  distance  from  the  main  business^section  of  Springfield. 
On  the  north  side  of  the  street  are  located  the  coal-gas  and 
water-gas  buildings,  the  coal-storage  shed,  three  tar  wells,  an 
ammonia  well,  a  six-room  frame  residence  used  by  the  foreman 
of  the  plant,  and  an  85,000  cubic  foot  storage  holder.  On  the 
south  side  of  the  street  are  the  offices,  purification  houses,  a 
horse  bam,  a  garage,  oil-storage  tanks,  a  60,000  cubic  foot  relief 
holder,  and  a  200,000  cubic  foot  storage  holder. 

The  main  building  of  the  production  plant  is  the  retort  house, 
a  one-story  brick  building  53  feet  by  92  feet,  with  a  roof  carried 
on  steel  trusses.  This  building  contains  one  stack  of  four  Par- 
ker-Russell benches  with  six  retorts  each,  and  one  stack  of  six 
Parker-Russell  benches  with  six  retorts  each,  a  total  of  ten 
benches.  Coal  for  charging  the  retorts  is  brought  in  carts  from 
the  coal-storage  shed — a  one-story  wooden  building  (42  feet  by 
144  feet)  located  immediately  west  of  the  retort  house.  Since 
the  gas  plant  possesses  no  track  connection,  coal,  of  necessity,  is 
carted  to  the  storage  shed  from  a  railroad, — a  distance  of  about 
two  blocks.  From  the  wagons,  the  coal  is  elevated  by  a  hoist 
and  deposited  at  any  desired  point  in  the  storage  shed. 

Adjacent  to  the  east  end  of  the  retort  house  is  the  exhauster 
and  ammonia  building — a  one-story  brick  structure  of  dimen- 
sions 43  feet  by  45  feet.  The  building  contains  the  exhauster, 
the  primary  and  secondary  condensers,  the  primary  and  secon- 
dary scrubbers,  and  an  ammonia  still.  When  the  coal  gas  leaves 
this  building  for  the  purifying  house  it  is  practically  free  from 
both  tar  and  ammonia. 

The  water-gas  generator  building  is  a  33-foot  by  53-foot  two 
story  and  basement  brick  structure,  built  in  1892.  The  build- 
ing contains  two  water-gas  sets,  one  a  7  foot  6  inch  United  Gas 
Improvement  Company  machine,  installed  in  1900,  and  the  other, 
a  somewhat  larger.  United  Gas  Improvement  Company  set,  in- 
stalled in  1905.  The  smaller  set  consists  of  a  generator  7  feet 
6  inches  in  diameter  and  14  feet  6  inches  high;  a  carburetor  7 
feet  in  diameter  and  19  feet  9  inches  high ;  a  superheater  7  feet 
in  diameter  and  22  feet  high,  and  a  washer  6  feet  in  diameter 
by  4  feet  in  height.  Only  one  set  is  used  at  a  time, — an  oper- 
ating method  which  assures  an  ample  supply  of  gas. 

To  the  west  of  the  water-gas  building  is  the  boiler  house — ^a 
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one-story  brick  building,  32  feet  by  72  feet  The  boiler  equip- 
ment consists  of  two  200-hor8e  power  Springfield  Maxine  boilers, 
installed  in  1901,  and  one  300-horse  power  water-tube  boiler,  in- 
stalled in  1912.  The  boilers  carry  steam  at  100-pounds  pres- 
Boxe.  The  building  also  contains  an  Atlas  blower  set  for  sup- 
plying air  to  the  water-gas  generators. 

The  office  building  on  the  south  side  of  Washington  street  is  a 
22  foot  by  28  foot  two  story  and  basenaent  brick  structure,  with  a 
one-fitory  extension,  28  feet  by  30  feet,  on  the  south  side.  On 
the  first  floor,  the  superintendent's  office,  the  station-meter  room^ 
the  meter-prover  room,  and  the  laboratory  are  located.  The  sec- 
ond fl^oor  houses  the  meter-repair  shop. 

The  process  of  making  coal  gas,  after  a  century  of  development, 
is  too  well  known  to  warrant  description  herein.     The  process 
of  manufacturing  water  gas  consists  of  several  interesting  steps. 
In  operation,  a  water-gas  generator  is  filled  with  a  deep  fire  of 
coke,  into  which  a  blast  of  air  is  admitted  at  the  bottom  and 
passed  upward  through  the  fuel.     The  oxygen  in  the  air  blast 
unites  with  the  incandescent  carbon  to  form  carbon-monoxide, 
which  is  passed  into  the  carburetor  and  superheater,  where  com- 
bustion is  completed  by  introducing  air  from  the  blower.    This 
process  produces  an  intense  heat,  which  is  absorbed  by  checker- 
laid  fire  brick  with  which  the  superheater  and  carburetor  are 
filled.    The  gaseous  products  of  this  complete  combustion,  prin- 
cipally carbon  dioxide  and  nitrogen,  are  permitted  to  escape 
through  the  flue  stack.    When  a  proper  temperature  is  attained, 
the  air  is  shut  off,  combustion  ceases,  and  the  second  stage  of 
the  process  is  started.     The  stack  valve  is  closed,  and  steam 
from  the  boilers  is  admitted  under  the  generator  grate.    In  pass- 
ing through  the  incandescent  fuel  of  the  generator,  the  steam 
is  decomposed,  and  upon  uniting  with  the  carbon  content  of  the 
incandescent  coke,  produces  water  gas,  or  ^ni>lue  gas''  (so-called 
|rom  its  flame  color).    As  this  gas  enters  the  top  of  the  carbu- 
retor, it  meets  a  spray  of  oil  which  is  injected  during  the  second 
stage.    The  gas  and  oil  vapors  pass  together  over  the  highly  heat- 
ed surfaces  of  the  fire  brick,  which  causes  the  oil  vapors  to  be- 
come gasified  and  fixed  in  the  presence  of  the  ^%lue  gas.''    The 
result  is  a  permanent  illimiinating  mixture  of  fairly  definite 
chemical  composition.    The  gas  from  the  superheater  is  passed 
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in  turn  through  the  washer,  scrubber,  and  condenser,  where  the 
impurities  are  removed,  and  finally  is  discharged  into  the  relief 
holder. 

The  main  purifying  house,  on  the  south  side  of  Washington 
street,  is  a  50  foot  by  50  foot  one  story  and  basement  brick  build- 
ing, containing  four  purifying  boxes,  each  16  feet  by  16  feet  by 
4  feet.  Adjoining  this  building  to  the  north  is  a  second  purify- 
ing house — also  a  one-story  brick  structure  of  dimensions  36 
feet  by  56  feet,  containing  in  addition  to  one  purifying  box,  20 
feet  by  20  feet  by  4  feet,  an  oxide  room.  The  purifying  boxes 
are  fitted  with  trays  containing  a  mixture  of  iron-oxide  and 
wood  shavings.  The  gas,  coming  in  contact  with  this  mixture,  is 
freed  from  its  undesirable  sulphur  compounds.  Both  the  coal 
gas  and  water  gas  are  forced  through  the  purifying  boxes.  The 
coal  gas  comes  directly  from  the  scrubbers,  whereas  the  water 
gas  comes  from  the  relief  holder.  From  the  purifying  boxes, 
the  gas  passes  through  and  is  measured  by  a  10-foot  McDonald 
station  meter,  equipped  with  a  high-capacity  drum  and  possess- 
ing a  measuring  capacity  of  60,000  cubic  feet  per  hour — rail  in- 
stalled in  1913.  From  the  station  meter,  the  gas  is  passed  into 
the  storage  holders,  where  it  is  ready  for  distribution  throughout 
the  city. 

Gas  is  distributed  throughout  Springfield  to  a  population  (in 
1916)  of  approximately  60,000  inhabitants,  of  whom  probably 
45,000  were  within  the  district  supplied  with  gas  by  the  respond- 
ent. The  topography  of  the  city  is  comparatively  level;  hence 
the  average  depth  of  mains  is  probably  less  than  4  feet  below 
the  ground  surfacie.  For  distribution  purposes,  the  city  may  bo 
conaidered  as  divided  into  four  districts,  centering  at  the  gas 
plant.  Inasmuch  as  the  gas-manufacturing  plant  is  located  verj^ 
near  the  center  of  the  city,  these  districts  correspond  approxi- 
mately to  the  north,  east,  south,  and  west  sides  of  the  city. 

The  northern  district  is  supplied  through  a  12-inch  main  be- 
ginning at  the  storage  holders  and  extending  northwardly  under 
Second  street  to  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern  Railroad 
tracks,  where  it  is  reduced  to  a  10-inch  line  which  follows  east- 
wardly  along  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern  Railroad  tracks 
to  Fourth  street.  From  this  point,  the  10-inch  main  is  extended 
one  Mock  iiorth  and  one  block  east  to  Fifth  street,  u!nder  which 
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it  runs  to  North  Grand  avenue,  where  it  is  reduced  to  an  8-inch 
line  ruiming  both  eastwardly  and  westwardly  on  North  Grand 
avenue. 

The  western  district  is  supplied  by  an  8-inch  main  which 
extei^ds  westwardly  under  Washington  street  from  the  holder  to 
Amos  avenue,  a  distance  of  approximately  1.3  miles,  where  it 
terminates.  At  Walnut  street,  connection  is  made  to  a  64nch 
main  which  extends  under  Walnut  street  toward  the  north  to  an 
interconnection  with  the  northern  system.  From  a  connection  at 
Washington  street,  extending  southwardly  along  West  Grand 
avenue,  an  8-inch  branch  runs  to  Lawrence  avenue,  where  it  is 
reduced  to  a  6-inch  liiie  which  rune  both  east  and  west  under  that 
street.  A  20-inch  main  parallels  the  above  8-inch  line  under 
Washington  street  from  the  holder  as  far  as  Pasfield  street, 
where  it  is  reduced  to  a  16-inch  line  which  runs  southwardly  un- 
der Pasfield  street  for  six  blocks  to  Lawrence  avenue.  At  Pas- 
field  street  and  Lawrence  avenue,  the  16-inch  main  is  reduced 
further  to  an  8-inch  line,  which  continues  westwardly  to  Walnut 
street.  At  this  point,  the  8-inch  main  is  converted  into  two  6- 
inch  lines,  one  tying  into  the  above-described  8-inch  system,  and 
the  other  continuing  southwardly  under  Walnut  street,  where  it 
helps  feed  the  new  additions  south  of  Washington  Park. 

The  southern  district  is  fed  by  a  12-inch  line  extending  from 
the  holders  southwardly  under  Second  street  to  Jackson  street ; 
thence  eastwardly  to  Fourth  street ;  thence  southwardly  to  Cook 
street,  where  it  is  reduced  to  a  10-inch  main,  with  a  6-inch  line 
running  both  east  and  west  and  tying  into  the  districts  on  either 
side.  The  10-inch  main  continues  southwardly  to  Allen  street, 
thence  eastwardly  to  Seventh  street,  thence  southwardly  for  five 
blocks  to  Spruce  street,  where  it  is  reduced  to  8  inches  through 
the  next  two  blocks.  At  Myrtle  street,  the  main  is  reduced  to  a 
6-inch  line,  which  feeds  a  new  addition  south  of  lies  Park. 

The  eastern  district,  comprising  principally  the  down-town 
section,  is  supplied  by  two  12-inch  mains.  One  of  the  mains  is 
laid  as  far  as  Fifth  and  Monroe  streets,  and  the  other  extends 
under  Adams  street  to  Ninth  street,  where  it  divides  in  three 
directions^ — a  6-inch  line  running  northwardly  under  Ninth 
street  and  tying  into  the  northern  district,  a  6-inch  line  continu- 
ing eastwardly  to  the  Illinois  Central  Bailxoad,  and  an  8-inch 
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line  extending  southwardly  under  Ninth  street  for  a  distance  of 
five  blocks,  where  it  terminates  in  a  6-inch  line  running  both 
east  and  west  under  Cook  street.  The  leg  which  runs  westwardly 
under  Cook  street  ties  into  the  southern  district,  and  the  leg 
which  runs  eastwardly  supplies  a  territory  which  lies  south  of 
Cook  street  and  east  of  the  Wabash  railroad. 

Prom  all  of  the  above  described  mains,  smaller  mains,  princi- 
pally of  4rinch  and  6-inch  size,  branch  off  at  the  majority  of  the 
street  intersections.  These  smaller  mains  also  interconnect  and 
tie  together  the  larger  mains,  so  that  a  fairly  uniform  pressure 
is  maintained  over  the  entire  system.  At  the  date  of  the  valu- 
ations (May  1,  1914),  there  was  a  total  of  about'  460,000  feet 
(approximately  87  miles)  of  mains,  of  whidi  approximately  0.2 
per  cent  is  20-inch  pipe,  0.6  per  cent  is  16-inch  pipe,  2  per  cent 
is  12-inch  pipe,  3.4  per  cent  is  10-inch  pipe,  5.6  per  cent  is  8-inch 
pipe,  20  per  cent  is  6-inch  pipe,  39.5  per  cent  is  4-inch  pipe,  26.1 
per  cent  is  3-inch  pipe,  2.3  per  cent  is  2-inch  pipe,  and  about  0.3 
per  cent  is  l^inch  pipe.  About  80  per  cent  of  the  mains  are 
castriron  pipe,  and  the  remainder  are  wrought-iron  pipe  of  4rinch 
and  smaller  sizes.  Of  the  total  length  of  mains,  about  49  per 
cent  is  laid  under  brick  pavement,  and  6  per  cent  under  asphalt 
pavement.  Of  this  55  per  cent  only  7.8  per  cent  of  the  brick 
pavement  and  less  than  0.1  per  cent  of  the  asphalt  pavement  was 
cut  in  the  laying  of  the  mains. 

The  total  number  of  services  in  connection  with  the  distribu- 
tion system  is  10,553*,  of  which  10,344  are  connected  to  meters^ 
with  209  services  merely  extending  to  the  curb.  These  services 
range  in  size  from  J  of  an  inch  to  2  inches,  and,  of  the  total 
number,  2.3  per  cent  are  2  inch,  2  per  cent  are  IJ  inch,  77.4 
per  cent  are  IJ  inch,  10.2  per  cent  are  1  inch,  and  8.1  per  cent 
are  }  inch  in  size.  The  number  of  services  has  increased  from 
2,866  in  1903,  when  the  utility  was  taken  over  by  the  present 
owners,  to  10,553  at  the  time  of  the  inventory, — May  1,  1914. 

On  May  1,  1914,  the  company  had  9,806  meters  in  service, 
of  which  10  per  cent  are  of  3-light,  87.4  per  cent  are  of  5-light, 
and  2.6  per  cent  are  of  other  sizes,  including  one  457ligbt,  two 
60-light,  and  two  100-light  meters.     On  the  same  date,  tlie  ro- 
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spondent  had  427  metei^  of  various  sizes  in  stbck^  including  one 
300-ligbt  and  two  500-Iight  instruments. 

Ib  addition  to. the  down-town  manufacturing  plant,  the  re- 
spondent recently  has  installed  a  1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder, 
about  a  mile  porthwest  of  the  plant,  on  an  18*acre  tract  of  ground, 
which  has  "been  secured  under  a  renewable  lease  running  for  a 
possible  one  hundred  years.  The  holder  was  erected  in  1913, 
and  is  located  adjacent  to  the  tracks  of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
Southwestern  Railroad.  The  land  lies  on  both  sides  of  the  rail- 
road right  of  way,  which  will  admit  of  direct  track  connections 
whenever  the  manufacturing  plant  is  transferred  to  the  outskirts 
of  the  city.  The  1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder  is  connected  in- 
directly with  the  down-town  manufacturing  plant  through  the 
mains  of  the  western  district,  leading  off  for  a  short  distance 
with  a  newly  installed  24-inch  main. 
Valuations. 

[1]  In  all,  five  separate  valuations  of  the  respondent's  gas 
property  were  submitted  at  hearings  in  the  case, — ^two  valuations 
bv  the  petitioner,  two  by  the  respondent,  and  one  by  the  Commis- 
sion's engineering  staff.  The  valuations  of  most  of  the  experts 
were  appraisals  of  essentially  the  same  inventory,  which  was 
prepared  by  the  respondent's  employees  and  field-<;hecked  by  the 
Commission's  engineering  staff.  Adams  and  Bemis  are  respon- 
sible for  the  petitioner's  valuations,  Anderson  and  Brown  are 
responsible  for  the  respondent's  valuations,  and  Little  is  respon- 
sible for  the  engineering  staff's  valuation.  Brown,  for  the  major 
part,  is  responsible  for  the  respondent's  inventory. 

The  appraisers  used  various  methods  of  determining  their  valu- 
ations of  the  gas  property,  ^o  two  appraisers  used  identical 
theories.  Adams  used,  as  a  basis  of  valuation,  the  cost  at 
which  property  of  equivalent  effectiveness  (or  capacity)  could 
be  installed.  This  equivalent  plant  was  assumed  by  Adams  to 
be  reproduced  neW  at  present-day  prices  and  depreciated  in  ac- 
cordance with  its  age.  Adams  advocated  the  use  of  prices 
which  are  current  upon  the  date  of  the  valuation,  without  any  de- 
viation tending  toward  an  average  of  fluctuating  prices  on  certain 
classes  of  material  and  labor.  Bemis,  assisted  by  the  Chicago 
accounting  firm  of  Marwick,  Mitchell,  Peat,  &  Company,  pre- 
pared A  valuation  based  upon  data  which  were  obtained  from 
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the  respondent's  books,  as  nearly  as  snch  data  were  to  be  deter- 
mined I'eliably.  Bemis  applied  unit  prices  to  the  entire  distri- 
bution system  (over  50  per  cent  of  the  property)  and  lumped 
the  other  items  of  property  into  large  classifications,  to  which 
book  prices  and  data  were  applied.  Bemis  depreciated  the  prop- 
erty in  accordance  with  life  tables,  supplemented  by  some  actual 
inspection  of  the  equipment.  Anderson  used,  as  a  basis  of  valu- 
ation, the  cost  of  reproducing  the  property  under  present-day 
conditions,  at  present-day  prices,  less  depreciation.  On  fluctuat- 
ing material  and  labor,  Anderson  used  average  prices  prevailing 
over  the  past  six  years.  Depreciation,  Anderson  determined  from 
actual  inspection,  where  such  inspection  was  possible,  and  from 
age  and  assumed  life,  wherever  inspection  was  impracticable. 
Brown  prepared  a  valuatiqn  based  upon  the  cost  of  reconstruct- 
ing anew  the  existing  plant  and  gas  systeii  under  identical  con- 
ditions which  obtained  at  the  time  the  various  facilities  were 
installed.  Brown's  prices  are  the  current  market  quotations  of 
the  date  of  valuation,  modified  by  five-year  average  prices  applied 
to  fluctuating  material  and  labor.  Present  condition,  Brown  de- 
termined in  a  manner  quite  similar  to  Anderson.  Little  made  a 
valuation  which  is  based  upon  the  ori|^al  cost  of  the  plant  and 
system  at  the  time  of  the  installation  of  the  various  items  and 
facilities  that  compose  the  aggregate  property  of  to-day.  Where 
exact  cost*  of  some  items  were  not  to  be  obtained  from  the.  re- 
spondent's records,  Little  estimated  the  cost  of  similar  items  in- 
stalled under  similar  circumstances  as  of  the  time  of  the  actual 
installation.  Little,  like  Brown  and  Anderson,  found  present 
condition  of  the  equipment  from  an  actual  inspection  of  the 
visible  property,  and  from  life  tables  and  experience,  wherever 
the  property  could  not  be  inspected. 

In  total  value.  Brown  testified  to  the  highest  sum,  and  Adams 
testified  to  the  lowest.  Little  is  intermediate  between  the  claims 
of  the  petitioner's  and  the  respondent's  witnesses.  In  testimony 
relating  to  the  various  valuations  (and  inventory),  some  errors 
and  modifications  (usually  of  small  magnitude)  were  recorded. 
Table  VIII.  is  compiled  to  show  a  final  comparative  summary  of 
all  valuations,  as  of  May  1,  1914.*    Both  the  cost  new  (original 

*  Except  the  valuation  of  Adams,  whieh  is  of  July  1,  1014. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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cost,  book  cost,  or  estimated-reproduction  cost,  depending  upon 
the  theory  of  the  appraiser)  and  the  present  depreciated  value 
are  indicated  in  the  tabulation*  < 

In  the  appraisals  submitted  by  the  various  experts,  there  ex- 
ists considerable  difference  in  the  estimated  value  of  the  entire 
gas  property  in  Springfield.  The  weight  to  be  assigned  to  the 
various  opinions  depends  upon  several  factors.  The  personality 
of  the  appraiser  and  the  thoroughness  with  which  he  performs 
his  task  are  influential  considerations.  The  theory  under  which 
a  valuation  is  compiled  is  quite  material  in  the  determination  of 
both  unit  and  total  values.  Counsel  for  the  respondent,  in  his 
brief,  voices  his  attitude,  to  wit: 

"Undoubtedly,  value  cannot  be  determined  by  any  mathe- 
matical or  other  exact  process.  In  the  last  analysis  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  opinion.  The  value  of  such  an  opinion,  however,  depends 
upon  the  consideration  which  was  given  to  the  subject,  the  prac- 
tical experience  of  the  man,  and  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  opinion  was  formed.  The  most  adverse  criticism  of  expert 
opinion  evidence  has  its  foundation  in  the  suspicion  that  the  ex- 
pert is  employed  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  a  certain  conclu- 
sion."    (Respondent's  brief,  p.  5.) 

Counsel  doubtless  has  inferred  that  the  expert  opinion  evidence 
in  this  case  may  be  subject  to  the  suspicion  that  it  is  partisan. 
It  appears  that  both  of  the  petitioner's  experts  find  low  values, 
whereas  both  of  respondent's  experts  find  high  values.  The  Com- 
mission's engineering  staff  is  intermediate. 

As  to  the  various  and  sundry  theories  under  which  the  ap- 
praisers worked,  a  volume  easily  could  be  written.  Each  theory 
possesses  desirable  points,  and  each  also  possesses  undesirable 
points,  which,  when  viewed  from  certain  angles,  are  obnoxious 
to  one  or. the  other  side  of  the  controversy.  From  the  mass  of 
data  and  opinion  testimony  presente<f  in  the  case  at  bar,  it  is 
tedious  and  difficult,  but  by  no  means  impossible,  to  arrive  at 
a  fair  and  reasonable  approximation  of  the  truth.  No  theory 
has  been  developed  to  a  stage  where  it  may  be  regarded  as  the 
panacea  of  all  rate-making  ills.  Every  theory  has  its  staunch 
advocates.  The  courts  have  established  no  criteria,  and  have  been 
extremely  cautious  in  committing  the  judiciary  to  one  method 

or  another.  No  doubt  the  courts  see  clearly  the  exceptional  con- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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ditions  which  may  render  a  given  theory  misleading,  even  unto 
absurdity.  The  atdtudea  of  the  courts,  at  different  times  in 
different  cases,  have  been  set  forth  to  great  advantage  by  counsel 
in  briefs  submitted  in  behalf  of  both  sides.  There  is  little  to  add 
to  counsel's  presentation,  other  than  to  emphasize  the  expre&- 
sions  of  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  in  the  leading  rate  case  of  Smyth 
V.  Ames,  to  wit :  "We  hold,  however,  that  the  basis  of  all  calcu- 
lations as  to  the  reasonableness  of  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  cor- 
poration maintaining  a  highway  under  legislative  sanction  must 
be  the  fair  value  of  the  property  being  used  by  it  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  public  And  in  order  to  ascertain  that  value,  the 
original  cost  of  construction,  the  amount  expended  in  permanent 
improvements,  the  amount  and  market  value  of  its  bonds  and 
stock,  the  present  as  compared  with  the  original  cost  of  construc- 
tion, the  probable  earning  capacity  (jf  the  property  under  par- 
ticular rates  prescribed  by  statute,  and  the  sum  required  to  meet 
operating  expenses,  are  all  matters  for  consideration,  and  are  to 
•be  given  such  weight  as  may  be  just  and  right  in  each  case.'' 
And :  "What  the  company  is  entitled  to  ask  is  a  fair  return 
upon  the  value  of  that  which  it  employs  for  the  public  conven- 
ience. On  the  other  hand,  what  the  public  is  entitled  to  demand 
is  that  no  more  be  exacted  from  it  for  the  use  of  a  public  high- 
way than  the  services  rendered  by  it  are  reasonably  worth.'*  (169 
U.  S.  466,  42  L.  ed.  819,  18  Sup.  Ot  Eep.  418.) 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  points  out  the  vari- 
ous and  sundry  elements  which  must  be  given  ''such  weight  a$ 
may  be  just  and  right  in  each  case."  The  language  of  the 
court  is  *^he  present  as  compared  with  the  original  cost  of  con- 
struction," and  not,  "the  original  cost  of  construction  compared 
with  the  cost  of  reproduction  new." 

Anderson  predicates  his  valuation  upon  the  fundamental  the^ 
ory  that  the  gas  plant  and  system  which  has  been  constructed 
piecemeal  in  Springfield  during  the  past  sixty  years  is  repro- 
duced of  identical  equipment,  but'  in  a  wholesale  manner. 
Anderson's  theory  is  in  accord  with  that  expressed  by  John  W. 
Alvord  in  a  paper  entitled,  "Principles  of  Public-Utility  Valu* 
ation,"  read  before  a  meeting  of  the  American  Society  of  Civil 
Engineers,  November  18,  1914,  and  quoted  in  part,  to  wit: 

''.     .     .     Having  familiari>sed  ourselves  with  the  existing 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


310  ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

property  which  is  to  be  valued,  we  must,  in  imagination,  as  a 
prolonged  conceptual  process,  retrace,  step  by  st«p,  every  feature 
of  the  procedure  that  would  have  to  be  taken  if  that  property 
were  completely  wiped  out,  and  we  were  responsible  for  the  task 
of  entirely  rebuilding  it  in  a  reasonable  length  of  time  and  in  a 
manner  which  is  humanly  possible.  Should  we  unconsciously 
omit  one  important  step  necessary  to  that  rebuilding,  we  will  fail 
to  reach  th^  full  cost.  Being  in  possession  of  retrospect,  we  are 
constantly  subject  to  the  temptation  to  substitute  an  easy  and 
virtuous  hindsight  for  that  real  lack  of  foresight  which  would  be 
our  condition  in  actual  life  and  under  ordinary  conditions.  If 
we  do  full  justice  to  the  procedure,  we  must  trace  two  lines  of 
human  endeavor;  that  is,  the  mental  labor  as  well  as  the  physi- 
cal labor  which  produced  the  result  before  us.  Mental  endeavor 
will  include  the  development  of  the  project  and  the  preliminary 
steps  of  promotion.  This  must  include  the  necessary  time  and 
pains  that  would  naturally  be  taken  to  see  that  the  project  is 
practical,  the  time  and  attention  necessary  to  negotiate  the  fran- 
chise, investigate  the  methods  of  service,  and  estimate  the  pre- 
liminary work.  We  must  at  every  step  of  the  way  outline  to  our- 
selves the  necessary  lengths  of  interlapsing  time  to  do  all  these 
things,  as  well  as  the  amount  of  labor  to  design,  contract  for,  and 
actually  build  each  structure.  Much  of  our  cost  will  be  entirely 
dependent  on  the  length  of  time  we  assume  for  these  practical 
operations.  It  is  quite  certain  that  the  most  trained  imagination, 
practically  acquainted  with  similar  construction,  will  not  always 
entirely  succeed  in  redeveloping  every  detail  involving  expense  in 
such  a  procedure.    .    .    ."     (79  Trans.  A.  S.  C.  E,  144-5.) 

Adams'  theory  differs  from  Anderson's  chiefly  in  one  particu- 
lar; u  e.y  the  existing  plant,  which  in  many  respects  may  be 
obsolete  and  inadequate,  is,  in  a  process  of  reproduction,  sup- 
planted by  a  modem,  up  to  date,  and  efficient  plant,  constructed 
in  an  economical  and  approved  manner.  Adams  seems  to  aim 
at  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  existing  gas  service,  rather  than  the 
cost  of  reproducingthe  property  engaged  in  that  service.  Adams' 
fundamental  is  the  principal  fallacy  of  the  reproduction-new 
theory.  The  reproduction  advocates  generally  contend  that  it  is 
necessary  to  reproduce  the  identical  property  which  is  now  used 
in  utility  business,  entirely  irrespective  of  whether  an  equivalent 
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(or  even  better)  service  could  be  rendered  more  economically 
•by  means  of  different  instrumentalities.  Few,  if  any,  of  *  the 
leprodnction-new  theorists  would  admit  that,  if  need  of  actually 
supplanting  the  property  were  ever  to  arise,  the  same  would  be 
duplicated  in  an  identical  manner,  despite  modem  efficiency  and 
economy,  and  despite  scientific  developments  of  the  art  of  gas 
making.  An  objection  raised  to  the  theory  advocated  by  Adams 
lies  in  the  fact  that,  very  probably,  no  two  equally  qualified  en- 
gineers could  be  found  to  agree  upon  the  type  of  new  plant  re- 
quired to  supplant  the  existing  system.  It  is  claimed  that  the 
costs  to  be  found  would  depend  largely  upon  the  type  of  the 
projected  plant,  and  that  great  variations  in  valuations  would 
result.  It  is  quite  doubtful,  however,  if  such  variations  would 
be  of  greater. magnitude  than  the  valuations  placed  by  the  ex- 
perts upon  the  property  involved  in  the  case  now  before  the 
Commission,  or  of  greater  magnitude  than  the  estimates  of  com- 
petent and  skilled  contractors  bidding  upon  new  construction 
work,  Adams'  theory  of  valuation  is  by  no  means  without  weight. 
It  is  worthy  of  note,  however,  that  the  trend  of  rate  regulation 
indicates  more  and  more  weight  to  be  given  by  both  courts  and 
commissions  to  a  careful  and  reasonable  application  of  the  equiv- 
alent-plant theory,  as  recently  set  forth  by  the  Idaho  supreme 
court  in  the  case  of  Murray  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission,  to 
wit: 

**We  believe  that  in  ascertaining  values  in  this  way  .the'  worth 
of  a  new  plant  of  equal  capacity,  efficiency,  and  durability,  with 
proi)er  discount  for  defects  in  the  old,  and  the  actual  deprecia- 
tion :for  use,  should  be  the  measure  of  value,  rather  than  the 
cost  of  exact  duplication."  (27  Idaho,  603,  P.U.K.1915F,  441, 
150  Pac.  47.) 

Brown^s  valuation  also  differs  from  Anderson's  in  one  import- 
ant particular,  viz.,  the  taking  cognizance  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  identical  plant  and  system  were  actually  installed. 
Brown's  method  carries  the  reproduction-new  theory  to  the  very 
extreme,  and  takes  advantage  not  only  of  enhanced  values  which 
result  from  present-day  appreciation  and  increased  costs  of  ma- 
terial and  labor,  but  also  of  such  increased  costs  of  installation 
as  may  be  daimed  to  result  from  piecemeal  construction,  i.  e., 
a  construction  of  small  portions  of  the  plant  and  system,  year 
P.U.R1916C. 
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by  year,  following  the  sequencse,  as  nearly  as  practicable,  of  the 
progress  of  the  actual  installation.  Brown^s  theory  is  to  be* 
criticized  in  that  the  original-cost  method  is  followed  in  the 
manner  of  construction  and  in  the  sequence  of  operations,  whereas 
the  reproduction-new  method  is  followed  in  his  application  of 
present-day  prices  to  all  features  of  buying  material  and  of  in- 
stalling the  plant,  including  overheads.  If  the  reproduction 
method  is  to  be  utilized  as  a  guide  to  the  value  of  a  utility  prop- 
erty, a  reasonable  application  of  the  theory  is  to  be  expected. 
Viewed  thus,  a  reasonable  reproduction  theory  contemplates  the 
duplication  of  the  existing  plant,  in  a  wholesale  manner,  at  pres- 
ent-day prices.  If  Brown's  theory  be  accepted  as  convincing, 
then  the  public  would  be  deprived  of  such  credit  as  it  is  entitled 
to  receive  from  the  consideration  that  the  construction  work  is 
to  be  reproduced  in  a  wholesale  manner. 

The  theory  of  valuations  adopted  by  Anderson,  Adams,  and 
Brown  are  open  to  criticism  upon  the  ground  of  unstableness. 
These  valuations  reflect  the  dictates  of  a  reproduction-new  theory, 
upon  one  particular  date.  With  changes  in  prices,  particularly 
the  general  increasing  trend  of  prices,  the  valuations  must  change 
accordingly,  aside  from  a  normal  additional  accruing  deprecia- 
tion, which  affects  any  valuation  that  may  be  made  under  any 
theory  recognizing  accrued  depreciation.  The  general  unstable- 
ness of  the  repiy)duction-new  theory  was  realized  and  understood 
by  prominent  proponents  of  the  Federal  valuation  act.  Senators 
Bristow,  of  Kansas,  and  La  Follette,  of  Wisconsin,  on  February 
24,  1913,  participated  in  the  following  colloquy: 

Mr.  Bristow :  "There  is  one  point  I  wanted  to  bring  out  with 
regard  to  that  feature  of  the  bill  that  requires  the  Commission 
to  ascertain  the  cost  of  production  new.  Such  a  finding,  in  my 
opinion,  is  not  of  any  great  value,  so  far  as  the  rate  making  is 
concerned.  It  is  a  vacillating  quantity;  it  does  not  represent 
in  any  sense  the  investment  of  the  company  in  the  construction 
of  the  road.  To  illustrate:  In  the  suit  that  was  pending  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  reproduction  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Rail- 
road was  involved.  I  am  informed  the  same  engineer  reported 
in  1907  and  in  1909  as  to  the  cost  of  the  reproduction  new,  and 
the  value  fixed  in  1909  was  $185,000,000  more  than  the  same 
engineer  fixed  the  value  of  reproduction  new  in  1907." 

PU.R.1916C. 
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Mr.  La  Follette  (in  part) :  ^'Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  on 
this  question^  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Untied  States  has 
Ested  that  as  one  of  the  values  to  be  considered,  and  it  has  not 
jet  by  any  express  declaration  eliminated  it  as  a  value  to  be  ig- 
nored. So  it  seemed  to  the  committee  that  we  ought  to  give  it  its 
place  here.  I  will,  however,  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  con- 
fident that  the  views  of  all  the  advanced  commissions  of  the  coun- 
try that  are  doing  this  valuation  work  are  that  there  should  be 
very  inconsiderable  weight  given  to  reproduction  new,"  (Con- 
gressional Becord,  8801.) 

The  valuations  of  Bemis  and  tLittle  are  attempts  to  reach  facts 
in  existence,  rather  than  to  derive  values  based  upon  some  the- 
oretical premise.  Bemis  has  studied  the  books  and  records  of  the. 
respondent  for  the  purpose  of  deriving  general  information  as  to 
investment  Bemis  advocates  theories  which  he  has  developed 
after  many  years'  analysis  of  public-utility  problems.  Little  has 
appraised  a  carefully  prepared  and  painstakingly  compiled  in- 
ventory, and  has  based  his  appraisal  (except  overheads)  upon  ac- 
tual cost  figures  secured  as  far  as  possible  from  the  respondent's 
books  and  records.  In  the  absence  of  actual  records  of  original 
cost,  Little  estimated  the  costs  of  construction  as  of  the  time  of 
the  installation.  The  unit  costs  used  by  Little  reflect  quite  ex- 
actly the  extra  cost  of  piecemeal  construction  over  wholesale  con- 
struction, and  naturaUy  include  all  the  enhanced  value  for  which 
counsel  for  respondent  vigorously  contends  is  due  to  piecemeal 
construction.  The  valuations  of  Bemis  and  Little,  it  is  to  be 
noted  in  conclusion,  aige  more  stable  than  those  of  Anderson, 
Adams,  and  Brown,  in  so  far  as  prices  are  founded  upon  f ^cts  in 
the  records  of  the  respondent,  and  are  not  subject  to  theoretical 
fluctuations.  The  complexity  of  a  reproduction  theory  and  the 
fluctuating  character  of  a  valuation  compiled  thereunder  are 
amplified  by  Chairman  Halford  Erickson  of  the  Wisconsin  Rail- 
road Commission,  in  a  paper  presented  before  the  conference  on 
valuation,  held  under  the  auspices  of  the  Utilities  Bureau,  at 
Philadelphia,  in  !N'ovember,  1915.  The  Commissioner  expresses 
his  ideas  upon  this  subject  as  follows,  to  wit : 

**By  original  cost  in  this  connection  it  seems  to  me  should  be 
understood  the  cost  at  which  the  existing  property  used  by  public 
utilities  in  rendering  service  was  acquired.  By  cost  of  reproduc- 
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tion  is  meant  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  existing  property  under 
prevailing  conditions.  The  original  cost  of  the  existi!ng  property 
should  be  shown  by  the  books  and  records  of  the  utilities  proTided 
these  have  been  properly  kept  and  are  still  in  existence.  When 
the  books  have  not  been  so  kept  or  are  not  available,  the  original 
cost  as  thus  outlined  may  be  determined  very  much  in  the  same 
manner  as  that  in  which  the  cost  of  reproduction  is  found. 

"In  order  to  determine  the  cost  of  reproduction  it  is  necessary 
to  have  complete  inventories  of  all  thp  material,  labor,  and  serv- 
ices that  have  entered  into  the  plant.  To  this  end  it  is  further 
necessary  to  have  complete  price  lists  of  such  material,  labor,  and 
services  covering  not  only  existing  prices,  but  the  prices  that  have 
prevailed  for  some  years  in  the  past.  In  the  case  of  prices  which 
fluctuate  sharply,  it  may  also  be  necessary  to  weigh  these  prices. 
Consideration  should  further  be  given  to  the  general  trend  in  the 
course  of  the  prices.  To  do  so  is  important,  since  most  valu- 
ations are  made  for  the  future  as  well  as  for  the  present. 

"When  the  original  cost  of  the  existing  property  is  desired  it 
can  be  computed  upon  the  same  inventory  as  that  used  in  deter- 
mining the  cost  of  reproduction  and  upon  prices  which  cover 
the  period  when  the  property  involved  was  put  into  the  plant. 
Such  price  lists  may  be  had  partly  from  the  records  of  the  plant 
and  partly  from  other  sources.  In  this  way  the  original  cost  of 
the  existing  property  can  be  had  with  even  greater  accuracy  than 
the  cost  of  reproduction."  (The  Utilities  Magazine,  vol.  I,  No. 
3 — 113.)  It  is  noteworthy  that  Chairman  Erickson,  after  years 
of  experience  and  participation  in  rate-making  procedures,  volun- 
teers the  opinion  that  "original  cost  of  existing  property  can  be 
had  with  even  greater  accuracy  than  the  cost  of  reproduction.^'  It 
is  to  be  recognized  that  in  the  valuation  of  any  physical  property, 
the  various  appraisers  ordinarily  do  not  reach  identical  conclu- 
sions, even  upon  identical  theoretical  bases,  for  the  reason  that 
individual  judgment  differs  greatly  as  to  cost  of  the  items  enter- 
ing into  the  composition  of  an  entire  system. 
Land. 

[2,  3]  The  respondent  both  owns  and  leases  lands  for  the  oper- 
ation of  its  gas  plant  in  Springfield.  Title  to  approximately  3.1 
acres  of  down-town  laud  at  First  and  Adams  streets  is  owned  by 
the  respondent.    The  outlying  land,  in  the  northwest  quarter  of 
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the  city,  adjacent  to  West  Grand  avenue,  between  Miller  street 
and  Dorian  av^iue,  at  the  site  of  the  1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder 
alongside  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern  Railroad,  is  held 
tinder  a  long-term  lease. 

The  down-town  land,  upon  which  the  respondent's  gas-manu- 
facturing plant  is  located,  consists  of  sundry  parcels  and  lots, 
answering  to  the  following  local  technical  description,  to  wit: 

"John  Taylor's  west  addition :  West  J  of  lot  19,  east  i  of  lot 
10,  lot  20,  lot  21,  lot  22.  This  parcel  of  land  is  located  on  the 
northwest  comer  of  First  and  Washington  streets — ^frontage,  320 
feet ;  area,  50,336  square  feet." 

^'Bullock's  addition  to  the  city  of  Springfield:  Lot  1,  lot  2, 
lot  3,  lot  4,  lot  5,  lot  6,  lot  7,  lot  8,  lot  9.  This  parcel  of  land  is 
located  on  the  southwest  corner  of  First  and  Washington  streets 
— frontage,  360  feet;  area,  56,988  square  feet." 

*'Bullock^s  addition  to  the. city  of  Springfield:  East  ^  of  lot 
22,  lot  23,  lot  24,  lot  25,  lot  26.  This  parcel  of  land  is  the  vacant 
lots  located  on  the  northwest  comer  of  First  and  Adams  streets — 
frontage,  180  feet;  area  28,494  square  feet." 

The  outlying  leased  land,  on  both  sides  of  the  Baltimore  & 
Ohio  Southwestern  Kailroad  at  West  Grand  avenue,  upon  which 
the  1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder  is  located,  consists  of  an  ell-shaped 
tract  of  land,  totaling  18  acres  in  area,  and  answers  to  the  fol- 
lowing technical  description: 

"All  that  part  of  the  northeast  quarter  (J)  of  the  southwest 
quarter  (i)  of  the  northwest  quarter  (^)  of  section  twenty-eight 
(28),  township  sixteen  (16)  north,  range  five  (5)  west  of  the 
third  principal  meridian,  lying  south  of  Dorian  avenue  in  Payne 
and  Jones  addition  to  the  city  of  Springfield,  except  the  coal  un- 
derlying said  land  heoretofore  deeded  to  Charles  R.  Hurst. 

**And  also  the  southeast  quarter  (^)  of  the  southwest  quarter 
(^)  of  the  northwest  quarter  (J)  of  said  section  twenty-eight 
(28),  township  sixteen  (16)  north,  range  five  (5)  west  of  the 
third  principal  meridian,  excepting  therefrom  the  right  of  way 
of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern  Railroad  Company  and 
excepting  the  coal  underlying  said  lanfl  heretofore  deeded  to  Ann 
Hurst. 

"And  also  all  that  part  of  the  northwest  quarter  (i)  of  the 
southwest  quarter  (i)  of  the  northwest  quarter  (^)  of  section 
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twenty-eight  (28),  township  sixteen  (16)  north,  range  five  (5) 
west  of  the  third  principal  meridian,  lying  south  of  Dorian  ave- 
nue, in  Payne  &  Jones  addition  to  the  city  of  Springfield,  and 
north  of  the  right  of  way  of  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern 
Bailroad  Company,  except  the  coal  underlying  the  same. 

The  principal  provisions  of  the  agreement  between  the  respond- 
ent and  one  Edward  W.  Payne  (and  one  Ida  Payne,  his  wife), 
covering  the  lease  of  the  aforesaid  18-acre  tract,  and  submitted 
in  evidence  as  respondent's  exhibit  !N'o.  9,  are  in  words  and  fig- 
ures as  follows,  to  wit : 

"1.  Date  of  lease— June  17, 1913. 

"2.  Terminates  a  previous  lease  dated  May  16,  1907. 

'^3.  Excludes  underlying  coal  deposits,  and  Baltimore  &  Ohio 
Southwestern  Railroad  right  of  way. 

"4.  Period  of  lease— July  1,  1907,  to  July  1,  1927. 

"6.  Rent — $500  annually,  payabje  quarterly. 

"6.  Provides  for  opening  of  certain  streets  and  for  widening 
of  West  Grand  avenue. 

^'7.  Lessee  to  pay  all  general  and  special  taxes  and  assess- 
ments, except  street  improvements  when  first  installed. 

"8.  Lessee  may  either  i  erect  or  remove  buildings,  as  may  be 
necessary  to  its  business. 

'^9.  Lessee  has  option  of  renewal  for  four  other  periods  of 
twenty  years  each,  by  giving  at  least  six  months'  notice  of  its 
intention, 

"10.  Rent  for  four  renewal  periods  shall  be  3  per  cent  of  the 
appraised  value  of  the  ground  only,  provided  that,  for  the  period 
1827  to  1847,  it  shall  not  exceed  $2,400  annually, 

"11.  Appraisals  are  to  be  made  one  year  before  renewaL 
Agreement  specifies  method  of  appointing  appraisers. 

"12.  Lessee  may  sublet  premises." 

All  appraisers  testified,  in  a  general  way,  to  the  land  values 
which  were  assumed  in  their  respective  valuations.  In  addition, 
two  real  estate  experts  testified  only  as  to  the  value  of  the  down- 
town real  estate.  Adams  testified  that  land  equally  suitable  for 
gas  purposes  could  be  acquired  for  $16,000,  and  that,  even 
though  the  land  now  used  is  more  valuable,  yet,  inasmuch  as  other 
land  at  a  different  location  could  be  obtained  for  $15,000,  in  his 
judgment)  only  $15,000  should  be  allowed  in  this  proceeding 
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as  the  value  of  land.  Adams  also  testified  that,  if  the  gas  works 
were  removed  and  the  land  put  to  its  most  valuable  use,  the 
present  market  value,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  $23,622,  and  the 
portion  used  for  a  dwelling  house,  etc.,  $8,129,  making  a  total 
of  $31,751.  Bemis,  in  his  appraisal,  adopted  $7,250  as  the 
proper  figure  to  be  used  for  lands.  This,  he  stated,  is  the  original 
cost.  The  respondent  produced  two  Springfield  real  estate  deal- 
ers, Sullivan  and  Troxell,  who  qualified  as  to  knowledge  and 
experience  in  the  sale  and  market  value  of  local  land.  Troxell 
testified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  present  market  value  of  the 
land  upon  which  the  gas  works  is  located  is  $46,400,  whereas 
Sullivan  placed  the  value  at  $55,800.  Neither  of  the  figures  in- 
cludes public  sidewalks,  sewers,  pavements,  or  other  improve- 
ments. Both  Brown  and  Anderson  testified  that  they  were  not 
experts  in  land  values,  and,  for  the  purpose  of  completing  their 
exhibits  on  the  appraisal  of  the  entire  property,  had  included 
therein  Sullivan's  (the  highest)  figures  on  land.  Little  testified 
that  he  was  not  qualifying  as  an  expert  on. land  value,  and  that 
he  had  merely  used,  in  his  valuation,  the  average  of  Troxell's* 
and  SulliA-an's  figures,  less  $5,654,  for  land  which  was  not  Used 
in  nor  useful  to  gas-making  purposes  in  Springfield.  In  briefs, 
counsel  for  the  petitioner  strongly  urges  that  land  should  be 
valued  for  rate-making  purposes  at  its  original  cost,  plus  the 
cost  of  improvements,  and  counsel  for  the  respondent  argues 
that  only  the  present-day  market  value  should  be  considered,  even 
in  a  rate-making  case. 

The  record  indicates  that  not  all  of  the  respondent's  land  is 
used  and  useful  for  gas  manufacturing.  Adams  testified  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  land  occupied  by  a  dwelling  house  on  lot  19 
(John  Taylor's  west  addition)  was  neither  used  nor  useful  for 
gas-making  purposes.  Little  testified  to  certain  deductions  for 
land  which  is  neither  used  nor  useful  for  gas-making  purposes. 
Little  deducted  seven  seventeenths  of  the  land  occupied  by  the 
bam,  wagon  sheds,  etc.,  on  the  theory  that  the  land  is  used  partly 
by  the  respondent's  electric  and  railway  departments.  The  basis 
of  division  is  on  the  number  of  horses  used  by  the  gas  department 
in  comparison  with  the  total  number  of  horses  sheltered  in  the 
bam.  Little  also  deducted  one  third  of  the  area  of  lots  22  to  26 
(Bullock's  addition),  upon  the  assumption  that  a  portion  of  these 
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lots  Y^  ^ot  ^s^  ^o^  useful.  Little  testified  that  this  land  was 
vacant,  and  was  not  needed  for  extensions  to  the  plant.  Coun- 
sel for  respondent  strenuously  objects  (in  brief)  to  any  deduc- 
tion for  the  aforesaid  one  third  of  lots  22  to  26,  and  uses  the 
following  language,  to  wit: 

".  •  •  Undoubtedly,  Little  made  this  deduction  without 
having  a  thorough  knowledge  of  the  local  situation.  Brown  tes- 
tified that  this  land  was  used  and  useful  for  storing  purifying  ma- 
terial,' pipe,  etc.  (r.  p.  4078).  Little's  judgment  is  based  upon 
a  view  of  the  land  taken  many  months  after  the  inventory  and  ap- 
praisals were  made,  and  it  may  be  that  at  the  particular  time 
the  land  was  viewed  by  Little,  there  was  not  much  purifying  ma- 
terial or  pipe  stored  there.  At  times,  when  the  maximum  stock 
is  on  hand,  this  land  will  be  practically  covered.  Shortly  before 
Little  made  his  inspection,  the  large  city  sewer  which  underlies 
the  property  caved  in,  taking  with  it  practically  all  of  the  respond- 
ent's reserve  purifying  ihaterial,  making  it  necessary  to  purchase 
new  material,  and  for  that  reason,  but  a  small  amount  was  on 
hand.",  (Kespondent's  brief,  p.  47.) 

It  is  not  apparent  to  the  Conunission  that  this  temporary  stor- 
age yard  is  essential  to  the  operation  of  the  respondent's  gaa 
plant,  or  that  it  would  not  be  perfectly  feasible  to  dispense  with 
this  land. 

This  Conmaission,  when  considering  the  value  of  land  (or 
other  property)  for  rate-making  purposes,  has  taken  the  position 
that  such  land  .(or  property)  must  be  used,  useful,  and  necessary 
to  the  plant  under  consideration.  This  position  is  supported  by 
the  courts  in  the  Cedar  Rapids  Gas  Case,  and  also  in  the  San 
Francisco-Spring  Valley  Water  Case,  to  wit: 

"The  cost  of  these  lots  was  $6,500  some  eight  years  prior  to 
the  trial.  The  plaintiff  estimated  that  their  value  has  increased 
to  $16,500.  On  the  other  hand,  the  city  contends  that  they 
should  not  be  considered  at  all  in  determining  the  value  of  the 
plant.  The  evidence  is  all  but  conclusive  that  they  will  not  be  re- 
quired for  the  immediate  expansion  of  the  work,  even  though  the 
officers  of  the  company  may  have  had  this  in  contemplation. 
.  .  •  The  lots,  or  others,  may  be  required  some  time,  but  no 
man  can  determine  the  contingencies  of  the  future,  and  it  wi^i 
not  do  to  burden  the  patrons  of  to-day  in  order  to  provide  for  pos- 
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sible  needs  of  those  of  five  or  ten  years  hencOj  at  least  when 
this  is  conceded  not  to  be  necessary  in  order  to  provide  for  equal 
facilities  when  demanded.  This  property  should  not  be  includ- 
ed.*' Cedar  Eapids  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Cedar  Bapids,  144  Iowa, 
426,  48  L.RA.(N.S.)  1025,  138  Am.  St.  Kep.  299,  120  N.  W. 
966. 

The  decision  of  the  Iowa  court  in  the  Cedar  Kapids  Gas  Case 
was  affirmed  subsequently  in  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
(223  TJ.  S.  666,  56  L.  ed.  594,  32  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  389). 

*'It  is  not  just  to  compel  consumers  to  pay  for  more  than  they 
receive,  or  to  pay  complainant  an  income  on  property  which  is 
not  actually  being  used  in  gathering  and  furnishing  water." 
Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  v.  San  Francisco,  165  Fed.  667. 

See  also  decision  of  Wisconsin  supreme  court,  in  the  case 
Duluth  Street  E.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Conmiission,  162  Wis.  245, 
P.U.R1915D,  214, 152  K  W.  887 ;  also  decision  of  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  of  New  York,  Second  District,  in  case  of  Buffalo 
Gas  Co.  V.  Buffalo,  3  P.  S.  C.  R.  (2d  Dist.  N.  T.)  553. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  respondent  is  carry- 
ing surplus  land  in  excess  of  that  reasonably  required  for  gas- 
manufacturing  purposes  iu  Springfield.  Land  not  used  and  use- 
ful for  gas-manufacturing  purposes  in  Springfield  (viz.,  one  third 
of  the  aforesaid  lots  22,  23,  24,  25,  and  26,  used  as  a  temporary 
storage  yard)  may  be  disposed  of  by  the  respondent.  The  por- 
tion of  the  bam  land  utilized  by  the  respondent's  electrical  de- 
partment is  properly  chargeable  to  that  department.  As  for  the 
outlying  land  at  West  Grand  avenue,  the  respondent,  in  its  oper- 
ating expenses,  will  be  allowed  to  set  aside  an  aimual  rental 
charge  sufficient  to  cover  such  portion  of  this  land  as  is  used  and 
useful  for  the  1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder — and  no  more.  In 
general,  for  rate-making  purposes,  unused  land  is  not  to  be  al- 
lowed, either  in  the  form  of  value  appearing  as  capital,  or  in 
the  form  of  an  annual  rental  appearing  in  the  operating  accounts. 

Distribution  System. 

The  largest  item  (in  fact  52  per  cent)  of  respondent's  gas 
property  is  classified  as  distribution  system,  which  consists,  for 
the  most  part,  of  mains,  services,  and  meters-*— all  described  in 
general  hereinbefore. 
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The  mains  range  in  size  from  1^  inch  to  4  inch  for  wronght- 
iron  pipe  and  from  3  inch  to  24  inch  for  cast-iron  pipe,  and 
total  some  87  miles  in  length.  The  ratio  in  value  of  cast-iron 
mains  to  wrought-iron  mains  seems  to  be  approximately  ten  to 
one.  The  various  appraisers  place  the  present  value  of  the  cast- 
iron  mains  at  different  amounts,  running  from  $165,000  to 
$210,000,  to  wit: 

TABLE  IX.— VALUATIONS  OF  CAST-IRON  MAINS* 
Springfield  Gaa  d  Electric  Compim^ — QoB  Department, 
Appraiser.  Cost  New.  Present  Value. 

(1)  (2)  (3) 

1  Adams $196^6  $155,614 

2  Anderson    226,034  182,087 

3  Bemis   241,180  •♦ 

4  Little    247,167  199,754 

5  Brown 262,586  209,786 

* — Overheads  excluded. 

** — ^Not  segregated. 

Counsel  for  petitioner  devotes  considerable  spaoe  in  his  brief 
to  show  that  the  valuation  placed  by  Little  on  mains  (both  cast- 
iron  and  wrought-iron)  is  excessive  by  some  $7,500,  and  counsel 
for  the  respondent  likewise  devotes  several  pages  of  both  his  brief 
and  reply  brief  to  show  that  the  same  Little  is  some  $7,600  low 
in  the  value  placed  on  the  mains.  Little^s  value  for  mains  is 
greater  than  one  of  the  respondent's  experts,  and  is  lower  than 
the  respondent's  other  expert  (Brown)  by  a  comparatively  small 
amount.  Little  valued  a  certain  footage  of  mains  which  he  found 
the  respondent  to  own,  but  which  did  not  appear  in  the  respond- 
ent's, inventory.  Counsel  for  respondent  explains  in  detail  many 
reasons  for  Brown's  high  value  placed  on  mains.  The  theory 
under  which  Brown  worked  is  responsible  in  part  for  his  high 
estimate.     Counsel  states: 

^^Brown  has  put  a  price  on  cartage  greater  than  that  used  by 
Anderson,  due  to  the  fact  that  in  reconstructing  the  property  on 
his  theory  it  was  necessary  to  haul  the  pipe  to  stock  and  then  to 
the  job,  whereas,  under  Anderson's  method,  it.  would  only  be 
necessary  to  haul  it  direct  to  the  job.  r.  p.  2021."  (Kespondent's 
brief,  p.  53.) 

Services,  i.  e.,  the  pipe  connections  between  the  respondent's 
street  mains  and  the  consumer's  house  piping,  have  been  sub- 
jected to  considerable  controversy  at  the  hearings  and  to  extended 
argument  by  counsel  in  briefs.     At  the  hearings,  it  developf^r! 
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that  one  or  two  of  the  experts  were  indefinite  as  to  the  total  num- 
ber and  the  total  value  of  services.  Accordingly  the  commis- 
sioner in  charge  ^^directed  its  engineers,  to  fully  investigate  the 
question  (r.  p.  8072).  This  was  dona  .  •  •"  (Kespondent's 
brief,  p.  62.)  The  figures  set  out  hereinabove  for  number  of  serv- 
ices installed  are  believed  to  b^  reliable.  The  values  placed  upon 
services,  by  the  various  experts,  are  compiled  in  table  X. 

TABLE  X.— VALUATIONS  OF  SERVICES.* 
Springfield  CSfa«  d  Electric  Company — &aa  Departmemi, 

Appraiser.                                                           Cost  New.  Present  Value. 

(1)                                                                      (2)  (3) 

1  Adams    $82,907  |62,621 

2  Bonis  105,67»  ♦• 

3  Little    104,075^  91,253* 

4  Anderson   138,409  99,657 

5  Brown    122,616  98416 

• — Overheads  excluded. 
*• — ^Not  segregated. 
t — ^Little  excluded  abandoned  servlees  and  services  paid  for  Irf  oonBumem. 

Counsel  for  the  petitioner,  in  his  brief,  contends  that  Little 
has  included,  in  the  engineering  staff's  valnation,  an  excessive 
number  of  services,  totaling  $15,000  to  $20,000  in  value.  Coun- 
sel for  respondent,  on  the  other  hand,  contends  that  Little  has 
valued  services  at  too  low  a  unit  price.  Consideration  of  the 
record  on  this  point  shows  that  Little  is  reasonably  correct  as  to 
the  total  number  of  services,  and  also  reveals  certain  errors  com- 
mitted by  other  appraisers. 

In  regard  to  the  total  values  placed  upon  meters  installed  by 
respondent  at  the  premises  of  its  consumers^  there  is  very  little 
difference  between  the  experts,  as  to  present  value  (except  pos- 
sibly Adams,  who  seems  to  have  erred  in  his  computations). 
Table  XL  is  a  summary  of  the  valuations  placed  upon  meters  by 
the  five  experts. 

TABLE  XL— VALUATIONS  OF  METERS.^ 
Sprinfffield  Gaa  d  Electric  Company — Qas  Department. 

Appraiser.                                                          Cost  New.  Present  Value. 

<!)                                                                          (2)  (3) 

1  Adams    $71,062  «56J81 

2  BcmiB  71,810  •• 

3  Anderson   *...       82,953  66,247 

4  LHtle 78,723  69,024 

5  Brown    78,176     .  70,358 

• — Overlieads  excluded. 

♦* — ^Not  segregated. 

Three  of  the  appraisers  have  included  commercial  gas  arcs  in 
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the  classification  of  distribution  system,  As  to  gas  arcs,  the  Com- 
mission is  in  accord  with  the  obvious  statement  of  respondents 
counsel,  to  wit: 

"Neither  Bemis  nor  Adams  appraised  these  (gas  arcs). 

**The  differences  in  the  cost  new,  as  determined  by  Anderson, 
Brown,  and  Little,  are  not  sufSciently  divergent  to  warrant  com- 
ment. Little  depreciated  his  cost  new,  to  great  extent,  but  the 
amount  in  question  is  not  large,  though  the  percentage  of  differ- 
ence is  considerable."     (Respondent's  brief,  p.  70.) 

Buiidings  and  Structures. 

Included  under  the  classification  of  buildings  and  structures 
are  found  principally  the  buildings  used  for  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  gas  and  the  gas  holders  with  accessories 
thereto.  A  general  description  of  the  size  and  location  of  the 
buildings  has  been  inserted  hereinabove.  A  more  detailed  state- 
ment of  the  more  important  architectural  features  is  subjoined. 
In  general,  the  buildings  are  of  a  diversified  type,  built  piece- 
meal throughout  many  years  to  suit  the  requirements  of  plant 
extensions  at  the  time  when  the  structures  were  erected.  A 
modem  plant,  no  doubt,  would  possess  fewer  buildings,  arranged 
more  scientifically. 

COAL-GAS  PLANT  BUILDINGS. 

Works  Office  Buildings,  * 

A  two-8tory  brick  building,  built  about  1888,  with  a  one-story  part  adjoin- 
ing the  first  floor  of  the  two-story  part,  is  28  feet  by  22  feet  aiul  is  used 
for  superintendent's  oflSce  and  meter  shop.  Second  story  is  39  feet  7  inches 
by  22  feet,  built  out  over  a  driveway,  and  is  iised  for  a  meter-repair  shop, 
llie  one-story  part  is  27  feet  6  inches  by  30  feet  1  inch,  and  is  used  for 
station-meter  room,  laboratory,  and  prover  room.  Roof,  shingles  on  sheath- 
ing and  composition  roof  on  sheathing. 

North  Purifying  Building. 
A  one-story  brick  building.    Age  unknown.     Located  north  of  the  main 
building.    Used  as  a  purifying  and  oxide  house.     Roof  is  slate  on  sheathing. 
Size  36  feet  1  inch  by  66  feet  6  inches.    Used  jointly  for  coal — and  water- 
gas  purification. ' 

Purifying  Building. 
Qne^story  brick  buildinff  with  basement.    Age  unknown.    Used  jointly  for 
coal  and  water  gas.    Building  is  used  as  a  purifier  house  and  contains  four 
purifiers.    Measurements  are  51  feet  2  inches  by  51  feet  .6  inches.    Roof  is 
slate  on  sheathing.    Used  jointly  for  coal  and  water-gas  purification. 

Owide  Platform. 
A  plank  platform  south  of  purifying  house.    Age  unknown.    Used  for 
revivmg  purification  material. 

Oxide  Shed. 
A  one-story  frame  shed,  52  feet  bv  31  feet  9  inches.    Built  in  1903,  and 
used  as  a  storage  and  reviving  shed  for  purification  material.    Roof  is  of 
tar  and  gravel  on  sheathing. 
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OooI'Gm  Exhau$ter  and  Condensing  Building, 
A  one-story  brick  building  with  basement,  built  in  1854  and  rebuilt  in 
1888.     It  contains  the  coal-gas  esliausters,  condensers,  scrubbers,  and  am- 
monia concentrator.    Roof  is  carried  on  wood  trusses.    Size  43  feet  by  45 
feet  3  inches. 

Scales  Office  Room. 
A  one-story  frame  building.     Roof  shed  tar  and  gravel  on  sheathing  1 
inch  by  6  inches,  used  as  a  scales  office  building.     Length  18  feet  8  mches, 
width  8  feet  3  inches,  height  at  eaves  8  feet  5  inches. 

Retort  House. 
A  one-story  ^rick  building  built  in  1854  and  rebuilt  and  extended  about 
1892.     Size  53  feet  7  inches  by  92  feet  9  inches.     Roof  is  burlap  on  1  inch 
by  9  inch  sheathing.     Steel  trusses  and  purlins.    HiIb  building  contains  the 
gas  benches  and  primary  coal-gas  condenser. 

Coal  Shed, 
A  frame  shed  built  about  1882  and  rebuilt  1889.     Size  42  feet  10  inches 
by  144  feet,  with  adjoining  coal-hoist  engine  room  12  feet  4  inches  by  18 
feet  3  inches.    This  shed  is  used  for  storage  of  coal  stock. 
Coal-Hoist  Building  and  Shaft, 
One-story  frame  building  over  hoisting  engine.     Size  12  feet  4  inches  by 
18  feet  3  inches.    Size  of  shaft  6  feet  by  8  feet  by  56  feet  high.    Built  about 
1889. 

Elevator  Shaft, 
Ten  feet  10  inches  by  10  feet  10  inches  by  44  feet  2  inches  high  above 
vard  guards.    Depth  of  pit  1  foot  4  inches.    Roof  is  sheathed.    Built  in 
1903. 

Coke  Runway  and  Screens. 
Coke  runway,  7  feet  wide,  carried  on  trusses  of  the  form  shown  on  sketch. 

Elevator  Engine*  Room. 
A  one-story  frame  building  used  to  cover  elevator  engine.    Built  1903. 

Tar-Pump  Building, 
A  one- story  brick  building,  built  in  1004.     Size  7  feet  8  inches  by  10  feet 
6  inches.     Roof,  tar  and  gravel  on  sheathing.     Contains  works-tar  pump. 

Valve  House, 
A  one-story  brick  building.    Age  unknown.    Used  as  a  valve  house,  over 
valve  pit  to  purifier  and  holder  connections.     Size  4  feet  0  inches  by  8  feet 
9  inches. 

WATER-GAS  PLANT  BUILDINGS. 
Water-Gas  Generator  Building, 
A  brick  building,  32  feet  11  inches  by  52  feet  11  inches,  built  1892.    This 
bnilding  has  a  basement  3  feet  below  street  at  sidewalks.    Used  as  a  water- 
gas  generator  building.    Roof  is  slate  on  steel  purlins  and  trusses. 

Blower  Room. 
A  one-story  brick  building,  built  in  1894.    Used  as  a  blower  and  oil-pump 
rooia.     Size,  23  feet  6  inches  by  8  feet  on  one  end  and  13  feet  6  inches  on 
the  other. 

Oil  House  and  Pit. 
A  one-story  brick  shed  and  walled  pit  surrounding  two  oil  tanks,  built  in 
1911.     Size,  shed  12  feet  6  inches  by  32  feet  3  inches;  pit  23  feet  by  23  feet 
5  inches. 

Oil  Tank  House. 
A  round  brick  oil-tank  house,  built  in  1907.    Diameter  12  feet'^T  inches, 
height  16  feet— 9  feet  being  below  ground.    Roof,  conical  tar  paper  on 
sheathing. 

Drip  House. 
One-story  frame  building.    Age  imknown.    Used  as  a  cover  over  drip«  at 
relief  holder.     Size  5  feet  6  inches  by  6  feet.    Roof,  shingled. 
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Blaoksmith  Shop  and  Ewhauaier  Building. 

A  one-story  brick  building,  built  about  1888  and  rebuilt  in  1904.  The 
building  is  22  feet  wide  by  46  feet  7  inches  long,  and  is  divided  bv  a  9 
inch  brick  partition  wall.  The  east  part,  20  feet  by  28  feet,  is  used  as  a 
blacksmith  shop.  The  west  part  is  used  as  a  water-gas  exhauster  room. 
Roof  is  of  tar  and  gravel  on  sheathing. 

Booster  and  Pelouze  and  Audouin  Building, 

A  one-story  brick  building  12  feet  6  inches  by  36  feet  3  inches.  Built 
1908.  Used  both  for  Pelouze  and  Audouin  water-gas  tar  extractor  room  and 
for  a  mixed-gas  booster  room.    Roof  is  of  tar-and-gravel  on  sheathing. 

BOILER  PLANT  BUILDINGS. 
Boiler  Houee, 
A  one-story  brick  building,  32  feet  8  inches  by  73  feet  3  inches,  used  as  a 
boiler  house,  also  containing  two  concentrated-ammonia  tanks,  an  Atlas  en- 
gine, and  Sturtevant  blower  set.    Room  "C,"  built  in  1903. 

DISTRIBUTION  DEPARTBiENT  BUILDING. 
Pipe  Shed, 
A  one-story  brick  building.    Age  unknown.    Used  as  a  pipe  and  storage 
building  by  the  distribution  department.    Size  21  feet  2  incnes  by  40  feet 
3  inches.    Roof  is  of  tar-and-gravel. 

MISCELLANEOUS  BUILDINGS  AND  STRUCTURES. 
Settling  basin  at  end  of  3-foot  sewer,  west  of  boiler  room.     Brick  well, 
8  feet  2  inches  in  diameter,  14  feet  deep,  13-inch  walls. 

Dwelling  House. 
A  one-story  frame  dwelling  house  set  on  a  brick  wall,  containing  six  rooms 
with  a  bath.  The  wall  at  the  south  side  of  the  house  is  exposed  for  the  full 
height  of  the  basement.  Basement  under  a  portion  of  the  house  only.  In- 
terior woodwork  is  painted  a  drab  color.  Exterior  is  painted  white  and 
trimmed  with  green.  Basement  .walls  are  painted  and  whitewashed.  Steam 
heat. 

Pipe-Fitting  Shop, 
One-^ry,  painted,  frame  building.    Age  unknown.     Size  8  feet  6  inches 
by  24  feet  6  inches.    Roof,  1-inch  by  10-inch  weatherproof  boards,  battened. 

Oarage. 
One-story  frame  building  built  in  1912  and  used  as  garage.    Size  8  feet 
2  inches  by  15  feet  4  inches.    Roof,  composition. 

Wagon  Shed. 
A  frame  shed,  east  of  horse  bam,  used  as  a  cover  over  wagons.    Built  in 
1904.    Roof  is  of  tar  and  gravel.    Size  16  feet  2  inches  by  80  feet. 

Wagon  Shed. 
A  one-story  frame  building,  built  in  1874,  and  used  as  a  protection  to 
wagons  and  vehicles.    It  also  contains  one  box  stall  for  a  horse.  'Size  of  the 
sh^  is  21  feet  11  inches  by  48  feet  3  inches.    Roof  is  of  cedar  shingles  laid 
on  1-inch  by  12-inch  sheathing. 

Horse  Bam. 
A  two-story  frame  barn  built  in  1904.    The  lower  floor  is  used  for  horse 
stalls,  corn  bin,  and  teamsters'  room.     On  second  floor  there  is  a  hav  loft 
and  an  oat  bin.     Roof  is  cedar  shingles.    Size  of  bam  is  34  feet  5  mchea 
by  80  feet  6  inches. 

Bam  Man*s  House, 
A  one-story  frame  building  used  as  a  sleeping  place  by  the  bam  man. 
Built  in  1904.    Roof  is  of  red-cedar  shingles. 
•  Wagon  Bam. 

A  one-story  frame  bam,  built  about  1874,  and  used  as  a  ws^n  and  stors^e 
room.  Size  16  feet  3  indies  by  18  feet  3  inches.  Roof  is  oi  oedar  shbigle& 
Building  sets  upon  posts  in  ground. 

Miscellaneous* 
Board  fences  and  masonry  retaining  walls. 
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The  total  values  (new  and  present)  placed  npon  the  above  gas 
boildings  by  the  various  experts  is  indicated  in  table  XII.,  to 

TABLE  Xn.— VALUATIONS  OP  BUILDINGS.* 

Springfield  Qa»  d  EUcttic  Ownpan^ — 6fa«  Department. 

Appraiser.  Cost  New.         Present  Value. 

(1)  (2)  (3) 

1  Adams    $46,318  $21/224 

2  Bemis  ♦•  ♦♦ 

3  Jobet 64,101»  ♦•♦ 

4  Anderson   64,781  34,676 

5  Little    55,571  "40,767 

6  Brown 68,830  48,220 

* — Orerheads  excluded,  except  by  Jobst,  who  allowed  16.6  per  cent  to 
eover  the  same. 

** — ^Not  SQgr^^ted. 
••• — ^No  testimony  as  to  present  value. 

Of  the  five  valuation  experts  in  the  case^  only  Brown  and 
lattle  seem  to  possess  fair  knowledge  of  building  methods  and 
conditions  especially  applicable  to  gas  plants.  The  others  dis- 
claimed any  particular  knowledge  of  the  building  art.  Semis's 
method — a  study  qf  the  book  costs — ^need  not  necessarily  require 
great  personal  knowledge  of  building  construction  in  order  to 
derive  a  valuation  under  his  theory.  The  respondent  introduced 
an  outside  witness — one  Jobst,  a  specialized  expert  and  a  practi- 
cal building  contractor  of  Peoria,  Illinois.  Jobst's  experience 
has  been  such  as  to  render  him  a  fair  witness  upon  the  repro- 
duction cost  new  of  the  gas  buildings  in  Springfield.  Jobst  did 
not  testify  as  to  accrued  depreciation  and  present  value  of  the  re- 
spondent's gas  building. 

Counsel  for  the  petitioner,  in  his  brief,  argues  at  length  that 
Little's  valuation  of  building  is  extremely  high,  stating,  to  wit : 

^^In  fact,  Mr.  Little's  cost  for  labor  and  material  should  be  as 
much  below  $46,773  (Mr.  Jobst's  cost,  without  overhead),  as 
there  is  difference  between  the  cost  of  the  labor  and  material  at 
prices  existing  at  the  time  the  work  was  actually  done  and  the 
prices  existing  to-day.  Everyone  knows  that  the  prices  for  both 
material  and  labor  have  gone  up,  and  have  gone  up  to  a  material 
d^ree.  To  the  sum  thus  found,  which  would  necessarily  be  less 
than  $46,773,  there  should  be  added,  in  order  to  obtain  the  full 
amount  of  cost  under  actual  piecemeal  construction,  only  such 
small  amount  as  would  actually  cover  the  slight  excess  over 
material  and  labor  for  such  overhead  as  might  exist  in  piecemeal 

P.U-IL1916a 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


326  ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

construction  made  during  the  operation  of  the  plant,  and  clearly 
this  would  not  be  great  enough  to  account  for  the  difference  be- 
tween the  $55,571  used  by  Mr.  Little  and  the  sum  which  would 
remain  after  deducting  from  the  $46,773  a  reasonable  amount 
for  the  difference  between  present-day  and  former  prices.  As  to 
nearly  all  the  buildings  and  structures,  Mr.  Little  had  no  dat: 
showing  the  actual  cost  to  the  company,  and  was  forced  to  rely 
on  estimates  made  by  him  of  what  was  the  reasonable  cost  at  the 
time  each  building  or  structure  was  erected,  and  in  doing  this 
it  would  again  seem  that  Mr.  Little,  in  an  effort  to  deal  with  the 
respondent  with  full  fairness,  had  erred  on  the  side  of  too  great 
liberality."     (Petitioner's  brief,  p.  44.) 

A  perusal  of  the  record  indicates  counsel  to  be  hiistaken  as  to 
Jobst  testifying  upon  a  value  based  upon  piecemeal  construction. 
Jobst  clearly  testified  upon  wholesale  construction.  Counsel  is 
correct,  however,  in  statement  made  elsewhere  in  his  brief,  to  the 
effect  that  Jobst  used  a  very  high  figure  to  cover  theoretical  over- 
heads. There  is  nothing  in  the  record  to  show  that  Little  com- 
mitted material  errors,  although  the  testimony  indicates  that 
Little  may  have  been  over-generous  in  his  valuation  of  the  gas 
buildings. 

Counsel  for  the  respondent  discusses  at  length  the  lack  of 
qualifications  of  the  experts  Adams,  Bemis,  and  Anderson,  in 
respect  to  knowledge  of  building  construction.  Counsel  appears 
to  think  that  greater  reliance  is  to  be  placed  upon  the  testimony 
of  Brown,  Jobst,  and  Little,  for  he  says: 

"Little  found  the  cost  new  of  $55,671,  and  after  deducting  de- 
preciation, obtained  a  figure  of  $40,767.  He  took  the  quantities 
in  the  inventory  and  applied  unit  prices  thereto.  The  details  of 
the  unit  prices  are  not  given,  so  they  can  only  be  considered  in 
their  totals.  He  has  included  contractor's  profits,  tools,  etc.,  in 
his  unit  prices  just  as  Brown  and  Anderson  and  Jobst  did.  He 
omitted  the  residence  and  barn,  and  if  these  were  included,  there 
would  not  be  much  difference  between  Jobst,  Brown,  and  Little 
when  the  necessary  adjustments  are  made  to  make  their  totals 
comparable.  He  depreciated  by  the  inspection  method."  (Re- 
spondent's brief,  pp.  73  and  74.) 

[4]  Among  the  property  listed  in  Brown's  appraisal  is  a  frame 
residence,  which  at  times  is  occupied  by  the  foreman  of  the  gas 
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plant  Little  disallowed  the  value  of  the  same  on  the  ground  that 
the  building  was  neither  used  nor  useful  in  the  Springfield  gas 
business.  The  testimony  (8  Kecord,  2724)  indicated  that  the 
respondent  had  made  proper  charge  to  the  foreman  for  the  use 
of  this  residence  at  the  time  it  was  occupied.  While  now  vacant, 
the  respondent  contends  that  the  house  is  liable  to  be  occupied  at 
some  future  time,  and  asks  that  proper  allowance  be  made  there- 
for in  the  appraisal.  Consideration  of  the  matter  leads  this  Com- 
mission to  the  conclusion  that  Little  was  correct  in  deducting  the 
value  of  this  residence  from  his  appraisal  (cf.  supra,  in  re  un- 
used land),  for  the  reason  that  the  house  is  neither  used  nor  use- 
ful for  gas-making  purposes.  The  building  is  not  a  necessary 
adjunct  of  the  gas-manufacturing  business.  It  has  been  used 
merely  as  a  convenience  by  the  respondent,  and  could  easily  be 
dispensed  with.  The  burden  of  such  expense  is  not  to  be  placed 
upon  the  consumer.  The  respondent  may  dispose  of  its  unused 
property. 

[5]  Li  addition  to  the  above,  the  classification  buildings  and 
structures  embraces  four  gas  holders  with  accessories,  one  of 
which  is  of  1,000,000  cubic  feet  capacity.  Some  controversy 
arose  as  to  whether  or  not  the  value  of  this  1,000,000  cubic  foot 
gas  holder,  which  was  constructed  in  1913  on  the  leased  land 
near  West  Grand  avenue  and  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwest- 
em  Bailroad  tracks  (together  with  certain  large  mains),  should 
be  aUowed  in  the  appraisals.  It  developed  in  Brown's  testimony 
(12  Record,  4300)  that  this  holder  was  not  placed  in  service  as 
soon  as  completed  because  of  a  dispute  between  the  respondent 
and  the  petitioner  regarding  the  laying  of  certain  mains  in  cer- 
tain streets.  Adams  contended  (4  Record,  255)  that  the  holder 
was  of  excessive  size.  Respondent  claimed  that  it  was  erected 
after  mature  deliberation  as  to  the  proper  needs  of  the  company, 
and  that  it  represented  good  engineering  and  business  judgment 
Little  (12  Record,  4068)  considers  that  the  holder  is  not  of  ex- 
cessive size,  and  accordingly  includes  the  same  (with  accessories) 
in  his  valuation.  A  technical  description  of  all  four  holders  fol- 
lows: 

NO.  1— STORAGE  HOLDER. 
One  two-lHt  gas  holder.     Capacity  200,000  cubic  feet.     Inner   section, 
diameter  80  feet  by  20  feet  deep;  outer  section,  diameter  81  feet  6  inches 
by  20  feet  deep;  tank  brick,  diameter  52  feet  by  20  feet  deep.    Holder  was 
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originally  bnilt  about  1883,- being  one  section  only  in  depth.  In  1Q03  it 
waa  deepened  by  the  Stacey  Manufacturing  Company  by  the  addition  of  tbe 
outer  section.  Curbing  is  stone,  6  inches  by  16  inches  wide.  Holder  tank 
la  surrounded  with  3  feet  of  pitch  and  breeze  binder. 

NO.  2— HOLDER. 
Capacity  85,000  cubic  feet.     Two-lift  holder.     Inner  section  49  feet  8 
inches  in  diameter  by  22  feet  high,  outer  section  50  feet  2  inches  in  diame- 
ter by  22  feet  high.    Masonry  t^k  brick,  depth  22  feet,  earth  embankment 
around  tank.    Built  in  1897.    Cast-iron  curbing  cap  13  inches  by  6}  inches. 

WATER-GAS  RELIEF  HOLDER. 
A  single-lift  holder.    Capacity  60,000  cubic  feet.    Tank  is  briek.    Depth 
22  feet,  diameter  62  feet.    Diameter  of  section  60  feet,  height  of  section  22 
feet. 

1,000,000  CUBIC  FOOT  HOLDER. 
Erected  1913.    1,000,000  cubic  foot  capacity.    Made  by  Stacey  Manolae- 
turing  Company.     Located  west  of  West  Grand  avenue  and  north  of  the 
Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern  Railroad.     Open  holder,     lliree  lifts,  12 
steel-web  columns,  3-tier  latticed  girders. 

The  values  placed  by  the  yarious  appraisers  upon  the  four  gas 
holders  are  shown  in  table  XIII.,  to  wit : 

TABLE  XIII.— VALUATIONS  OF  GAS  HOLDERS.* 
Springfield  Gaa  d  Electrio  Company — Oas  Department. 
Appraiser  Cost  Kew.         Present  Value. 

(1)  (2)  (3) 

1  Adams    $103,650  $86,857 

2  Bemis  •♦  •• 

3  Anderson   103,992  95,810 

4  Little    108,712  95,159 

5  Brown    112,426  99,884 

• — Uverheads  excluded. 

•• — ^Not  segregated. 

It  is  noteworthy  that,  taking  into  consideration  the  different 
methods  of  valuation,  there  exists  comparatively  little  discrep- 
ancy among  the  values  placed  by  the  appraisers  upon  the  four 
holders  and  accessories  thereto.  Certain  parts  of  the  holders 
are  inaccessible,  and  it  is  impossible  to  measure  quantities  accu- 
rately. All  appraisers  found  it  necessary  to  take  recourse  in 
estimates.  This,  to  a  certain  extent,  accounts  for  some  varia- 
tion in  the  prices.  Of  the  high  appraisal  made  by  Brown,  ooun* 
sel  for  the  respondent  states : 

"Brown  estimates  the  cost  new  at  $112,426,  and,  after  deduct- 
ing depreciation,  arrives  at  the  figure  $99,884.  In  placing  his 
values  he  designed  masonry  tanks  for  the  holders,  having  records 
and  actual  knowledge  of  the  way  this  work  was  done.  It  was 
manifestly  impossible  to  know  the  exact  amount  of  material 
and  labor  in  the  masonry  tanks,  and  therefore  it  became  neces- 
sary to  make  a  calculation  (r.  p.  2121).     On  the  million-foot 
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holder  he  took  the  actual  cost  from  records  of  respondent,  as  its 
ooDstraction  was  just  completed  at  the  time  of  the  appraisal/' 
(Sespondent's  brief,  p.  76.) 

As  to  the  inclusion  or  omission  of  the  1,000,000  cubic  foot 
gas  holder,  together  with  certain  auxiliary  large  mains  and  ae- 
cessories  thereto,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  is 
proper  and  reasonable  to  give  due  weight  to  the  inclusion  of  an 
equitable  portion  of  the  said  items  at  this  time.  The  weight  of 
the  evidence  indicates  that  a  portion  of  the  capacity  of  the  lai^ 
gas  holder  necessarily  would  be  used  and  useful  for  gas-making 
purposes  in  Springfield  at  the  date  of  the  valuation,  were  not 
the  respondent  restrained  from  its  proper  use,  and  that  a  greater 
proportion  of  the  capacity  will  be  required  by  the  consumers  from 
year  to  year  until  the  full  capacity  is  finally  utilized.  The 
capacity  of  the  holder  does  not  seem  to  be  unduly  large,  in  view 
of  respondent's  probably  justifiable  faith  in  the  near-future 
growth  of  gas  sales  in  Springfield,  to  reach  a  send-out  which 
-will  utilize  the  ultimate  holder  capacity. 

The  principle  involved  in  respect  to  this  1,000,000  cubic  foot 
holder  has  been  well  established  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  in  an  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Holmes,  rendered 
in  the  case  of  San  Diego  Land  &  Town  Co.  v.  Jasper,  189  U.* 
S.  439,  47  L.  ed.  892,  23  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  571.  This  is  a  case  in 
^vehich  it  appears  that  the  San  Diego  Land  &  Town  Company 
installed  a  water  system  in  San  Di^o  county,  California,  at  a 
cost  of  over  $1,000,000.  The  board  of  supervisors  of  San  Diego 
county  established  rates  based  on  a  valuation  of  $350,000,  and 
the  rates  thus  established  were  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States.  Mr.  Justice  Holmes  pointed  out  in  the 
decision  that  the  plant  had  been  built  for  a  much  larger  area  than 
that  which  was  being  irrigated  at  the  time  rates  were  fixed,  and 
that  it  would  be  quite  unfair  to  charge  the  consumers  a  rate 
^ehich  was  based  upon  the  original  cost  of  the  entire  property,  or 
upon  the  cost  to  reproduce  it  new.  The  present  successor  of  the 
San  Diego  Land  &  Town  Company  recently  applied  to  the  Bail-, 
road  Commission  of  California  for  an  order  authorizing  an  in- 
crease in  rates.  The  company  claimed  a  cost  to  reproduce  the 
property  new  to  amount  to  $1,250,909.43.  The  California  Com- 
mission established  rates  which  would  yield  a  return  of  6  per 
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cent  on  a  property  value  of  between  $450,000  and  $500,000. 
The  utility  accepted  the  California  Commission's  decision  and 
filed  rates  thus  established. 

Were  it  a  fact  that,  in  actual  utility  operation  the  growth  of 
sales  (in  this  case,  gas  sales)  were  closely  apace  of  additions  to 
plant,  then  the  question  involved  in  the  consideration  of  the  1,- 
000,000  cubic  foot  holder  would  be  quite  immaterial.  In  actual 
practice,  it  is  customary  for  a  utility  to  install  an  original  plant 
considerably  in  excess  of  actual  load  requirements,  and  to  await 
the  growth  of  sales  until  the  plant  capacity  is  reached — and  often 
exceeded.  Extensions  and  betterments  to  plant  are  liable  to  be 
made  in  large  blocks,  dependent  upon  local  and  general  con- 
ditions (particularly  financial  conditions),  extraneous  to  the  load 
or  to  the  sales,  and,  when  such  blocks  of  extensions  are  com- 
pleted, the  total  plant  capacity  usually  exceeds  the  actual  re- 
quirements to  give  present  service.  In  the  average  utility,  the 
load  continues  to  increase  until  the  plant  capacity  is  again 
reached  and  surpassed.  The  process  is  repeated  time  and  again, 
especially  among  utilities  of  long  existence. 

Were  a  plot  to  be  made  of  a  typical  utility  growth,  with  time 
as  abscissas  and  cost  of  plant  as  ordinates,  a  serrated  curve  would 

•  be  the  result,  with  sharp  rises  indicating  points  of  great  activity 
in  plant  extensions,  and  with  gradual  inclines  representing 
periods  of  waiting  for  the  load  to  overtake  plant  capacity.  For 
rate-making  purposes,  it  is  essential  to  gain  some  idea  of  the 
trend  of  a  curve  which  would  represent  a  normal  plant  growth, 
without  either  peaks  or  depressions.  It  is  recognized  quite  gener- 
ally that  a  valuation  taken  either  upon  a  peak  or  upon  a  depres- 
sion is  not  as  convincing  as  one  compiled  with  care  when  plant 
conditions  and  utility  sales  are  normaL  Valuations  made  at  the 
time  of  peaks  and  depressions,  at  most,  are  more  or  less  distorted 
pictures  of  a  normal  condition. 

In  the  particular  case  before  the  Commission,  the  situation 
would  reflect  a  peak  were  the  entire  cost  of  the  1,000,000  cubic 

s  foot  gas  bolder  and  accessories  thereto  included  in  the  value  of 
plant  to  be  found  hereinafter.  If  the  gas  sales  upon  which  rates 
are  based  are  to  be  taken  as  of  the  date  of  the  valuation  (and  such 
should  be  the  case),  an  injustice  to  the  consumers  would  result. 
On  the  other  hand,  were  the  large  gas  holder  to  be  excluded,  a  de- 
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pression  in  the  curve  would  be  reflected,  and  an  injustice  to  the 
respondent  would  result  thereby.  For  rate-making  purposes,  ob- 
Tiously  only  a  proper  proportion  of  the  cost  of  the  gas  holder 
(and  accessories)  is  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  reaching  a 
reasonable  ooncluaion  as  to  an  equitable  total  valuation  of  the 
gas  property  in  Springfield. 

In  fixing  hereinbelow  a  valuation  of  the  respondent's  used  and 
useful  gas  property,  the  Commission  has  taken  cognizance  of  all 
aspects  of  the  1,000,000  cubic  foot  holder  (plus  accessories  and 
connecting  mains)  from  a  rate-making  point  of  view. 
Plant  Equipment 

Under  the  classification  of  plant  equipment  there  are  included 
such  machinery,  boilers,  devices,  and  appurtenances  as  are  neces- 
sary to  manufacture  coal  gas  and  water  gas  in  Springfield. 

The  coal-gas  equipment  consists  of  a  coal  hoist,  an  elevator 
and  engine,  team  scales,  fixtures  in  scale  room,  coal-gas  benches, 
retort-house  scales,  reto^-house  tools,  a  primary  condenser,  a 
Kerr-Murray  coal-gas  exhauster,  a  Roots  coal-gas  exhauster,  a 
Pelouze  and  Audouin  tar  extractor,  a  secondary  coal-gas  con- 
denser, a  crude-liquor  scrubber,  a  fresh-water  scrubber,  a  crude- 
liquor  scrubber  pump,  a  fresh-water  scrubber  pump,  a  tar  pump 
in  exhauster  building,  coal-tar  separators,  a  cupboard  and  cabinet, 
a  Works'  water  pump,  an  ammonia  concentrator,  ammonia  tanks, 
an  ammonia  pump,  a  crude-liquor  pump,  a  crude-liquor  storage 
well,  a  tar  drain  from  retort  house  to  tar  well,  a  tar  line  to  rail- 
road tracks,  a  tar-storage  well,  a  tar  pump,  a  Stacey  steel  puri- 
fier, purifying  boxes,  station  meters,  boosters,  and  underground 
pipe  lines. 

The  water-gas  equipment  consists  of  two  water-gas  sets,  a 
water^as  scrubber  and  condenser,  water-gas  machine  connections, 
a  steam  turbine,  an  Atlas  blower  set,  oil  pumps,  four  oil  tanks, 
an  oil  heater,  a  brick  valve  pit,  an  oil  pump,  a  water-gas  exhaust- 
er, a  water-gas' washer,  a  water-gas  tar  extractor,  a  water-gas 
shaving  scrubber,  a  water-gas  secondary  condenser,  an  oil-tar 
well,  a  water-gas  line  to  coal-gas  exhauster,  and  the  necessary 
generator  tools. 

The  boiler-plant  equipment  consists  of  marine-type  boilers, 
a  200-horse  power  boiler  (horizontal),  a  feed-water  heater,  boiler- 
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feed  pumps  with  coimections;  a  feed-water  tank,  and  an  air  com* 
pressor. 

[6]  The  experts  appraised  the  aforesaid  plant  equipment  at 
amounts  (totals)  shown  in  table  XIY.,  to  wit: 

TABLE  XIV.— VALUATIONS  OF  PLANT  EQUIPMENT.* 
Springfield  Oas  d  Electric  Company — Qas  Department, 
Appraiser  Cost  New.  Present  Value. 

(1)  (2)  (8) 

1  Adams    $04,206  $63,890 

2  Bemis  *•  *♦ 

3  Little    ...: 105,937  82,098 

4  Anderson     113,015  81,602 

5  Brown    116,330  93,612 

* — Overheads  excluded. 

** — ^Not  segregated. 

Table  XIV.  indicates  that  there  is  considerable  variation  in 
expert  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the  items  that  constitute  plant 
equipment,  regarding  which  it  normally  would  be  expected  that 
close  agreement  would  be  probabla  The  testimony,  moreover, 
shows  considerable  controversy  as  to  the  fairness  of  the  appraised 
values  of  the  innumerable  items  which'  constitute  the  complete 
plant  equipment.  No  expert  escaped  counsel's  close  scrutiny  of 
these  items.  It  is  to  be  noted,  however,  that  there  is  a  remark- 
able agreement  in  present  value  between  respondent's  expert  An- 
derson and  Little.  Notwithstanding  Brown's  general  experience 
in  the  gas  business,  the  weight  of  experience  should  be  given 
either  to  Anderson  or  to  Little  in  testimony  relating  to  plant 
equipment.  Of  Anderson's  qualifications  in  this  particular,  coun- 
sel for  the  respondent  states : 

".  .  .  He  (Anderson)  obtained  his  unit  prices  from  his 
knowledge  and  experience  in  purchasing  and  installing  work 
similar  to  this,  modified  by  an  investigation  as  to  local  con- 
ditions.   •    .    .''     (Respondent's  brief,  p.  79.) 

Little  is  shown  to  have  broad  experience  in  the  purchase,  sale, 
and  installation  of  various  items  of  machinery  which  constitute 
plant  equipment.  '^The  principal  differences  between  Brown  and. 
Little  arise  on  benches,  steel  purifiers,  boilers,  connections,  valves, 
etc.  .  .  ."  (Respondent's  brief,  p.  79.)  The  high  value 
placed  by  Brown  on  plant  equipment  may  be  explaiaed  partially 
by  his  theoiy  and  partially  (1)  by  a  $3,800  charge  in  excess  of 
Little  for  benches  of  an  assumed  type  which  was  not  actually 
installed  in  the  respondent's  plant,  (2)  by  an  excess  charge  to 
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cover  an  assumed  elaborate  scrubber,  whereas  in  fact  an  inexpen- 
sive plain  steel  tank  of  local  manufacture  is  installed,  and  (3) 
by  similar  unusual  charges  for  boilers  and  miscellaneous  equip- 
ment. Counsel  for  respondent  points  out  that  Little  may  have 
been  low  in  his  value  placed  upon  certain  valves. 

General  Equipment. 

General  equipment  includes  (1)  desks,  cabinets,  chairs,  lamps, 
tables,  baskets,  numbering  machines,  addressograph,  book  cases, 
racks,  cuspidors,  shades,  books,  drawers,  files,  screens,  safes,  letter 
files,  fans,  coat  racks,  lighting  fixtures,  typewriters,  adding  ma- 
diines,  shelves,  pulmotors,  partitions,  bill  holders,  counters, 
ledger  omnibus,  sign  printer,  gas  arcs,  display  fixtures,  lamp 
standards,  rubber  mats,  linoleum,  card  indexes,  cages,  coin  coimt- 
er,  lockers,  bench  fitting  box,  boxes,  rugs,  clocks,  scales,  bins, 
false  floor,  carpet,  magazine  stand,  instruments,  mirrors,  fire  ex- 
tinguishers, and  other  fixtures  and  equipment  required  in  the  re- 
spondent's main  office  and  storeroom  in  Springfield;  (2)  horses, 
wagons,  harness,  tools,  and  equipment  required  by  the  respondent 
for  utility  equipment;  and  (3)  wrenches,  cutters,  frames,  nuts, 
saws,  bits,  stocks,  dies,  soldering  irons,  trimmers,  torches,  cali^ 
pers,  oil  cans,  ratchets,  taps,  drills,  hammers,  clamps,  pulleys, 
augers,  shovels,  picks,  axes,  lead  pots,  mauls,  reamers,  barrows, 
and  other  tools  and  implements  required  in  the  maintenance  of 
a  repair  and  a  meter  shop. 

[7]  The  experts  are  practically  agreed  (table  XV.)  as  to  the 
value  to  be  placed  upon  this  general  equipment,  vdth  the  excep- 
tion of  one  item. 

TABLE  XV.— VALUATIONS  OF  GENERAL  EQUIPMENT. 
Bpringfield  G(W  d  Electric  Companjf — Gas  Department, 
Appraiser.  Cost  New         Present  Value* 

(1)  (2)  (3) 

1  Adams    $••♦  $     ••• 

2  Bemis* ♦•  •♦ 

3  Little    9,053  7,446 

4  Brown    16,090  14,266 

5  Anderson   16,090  14,266 

• — Overheads  excluded. 
•• — jf^i  segregated  by  Bemis. 
*** — ^Includ^  with  working  capital  hj  Adams. 

Little  and  Brown  would  have  agreed  npon  total  valne  of  general 
equipment  were  it  not  for  the  item  of  general  office  equipment. 
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Of  this  item,  counsel  for  the  respondent,  in  his  brief,  states,  to 
wit: 

"Little  estimated  the  original  cost  at  $9,053,  and  after  de- 
ducting depreciation,  at  $7,446.  On  the  quantities  used  by  him, 
his  figures  are  practically  the  same  as  Brown's.  He,  however, 
omits  the  general  office  furniture  and  fixtures,  because  they  do 
not  belong  to  the  respondent,  although  used  by  it.  It  developed 
that  these  articles  belonged  to  the  railway  company  and  respon- 
dent was  charged  $216  per  year  to  take  care  of  renewals.  The 
proportion  of  the  articles  assigned  by  Brown  to  respondent  (and 
excluded  by  Little)  were  appraised  by  him  at  $7,037.  The  $216 
charged  is  only  3  per  cent  of  the  appraised  value,  which  is,  of 
course,  entirely  inadequate  for  use  and  depreciation.  Respon- 
dent's operating  expenses  (as  shown  in  the  exhibits  in  this  case) 
should  be  increased  by  an  amount  sufficient  to  pay  a  reasonable 
rate  of  return  and  depreciation  on  this  appraised  value  of  $7,037. 
If  a  portion  of  the  stable  and  land  occupied  by  it  is  to  be  ex- 
cluded on  the  basis  that  it  was  used  partly  by  other  departments, 
it  would  hardly  be  just  not  to  include  a  reasonable  appraisal  of 
the  office  furniture  and  fixtures  used  by  respondent,  although 
owned  by  the  railway  company  or  else  adjust  the  operating  ex- 
penses, so  that  a  proper  expense  would  be  included  therein  for 
the  use  and  depreciation  of  office  furniture  and  fixtures."  (Re- 
spondent's brief,  p.  81.) 

Counsel  is  correct  in  his  argument  that,  if  the  values  of  the 
office  fixtures  are  excluded,  a  reasonable  annual  rental  paid  by 
the  gas  utility  to  the  railway  utility  is  proper.  The  office  equip- 
ment in  question  clearly  is  not  owned  by  the  respondent,  and 
therefore  is  not  to  be  included  in  the  valuation  of  its  gas  prop- 
erties in  Springfield.  On  the  other  hand,  the  respondent  should 
pay,  in  its  operating  accounts,  a  reasonable  rental  to  the  railway 
utility  for  the  use  of  this  office  equipment.  The  present  annual 
rental  of  $216  is  obviously  inadequate.  The  Commission  finds 
that  an  equitable  rental,  for  rate-making  purposes,  at  this  par- 
ticular time,  would  be  reflected  by  a  sum  of  $700  per  annum 
instead  of  the  present  rental  of  $216  per  annum, — ^the  same  to 
be  allowed  in  operating  expenditures. 

Paving. 

[8]  Paving  actually  cut  and  properly  replaced  in  the  installa- 
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tion  of  mains  and  services  is  a  classification  to  be  reasonably 
valued  in  a  rate  inquiry  of  a  gas  utility's  property.  Such  pav- 
ing represents  necessary  and  unavoidable  expenditures.  Paving 
not  actually  eut  and  replaced^  however^  is  not  to  be  allowed  in  a 
rate  investigation,  (cf.  People  ex  reL  Kings  County  Lighting 
Co.  V.  WiUcox,  210  K  Y.  479,  51  L.RA.(N.S.)  1,  104  K  E. 
911,  and  Des  Moines  Gas  Co.  v.  Des  Moines,  238  U.  S.  153, 
59  L.  ed.  1244,  P.TJ.K.1915D,  577,  36  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  811.)  In 
the  Des  Moines  Gas  Case,  Mr.  Justice  Day,  in  delivering  the 
opinion  unanimously  agreed  upon  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  very  clearly  says,  to  wit : 

**As  to  the  item  of  $140,000,  which,  it  is  contended,  should 
be  added  to  the  valuation,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  master 
valued  the  property  on  the  basis  of  the  X50St  of  reproduction  new, 
less  depreciation,  and  it  would  be  necessary  in  such  reproduc- 
tion to  take  up  and  replace  pavements  on  streets  which  were 
unpaved  when  the  gas  mains  were  laid,  in  order  to  replace  the 
mains,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  court  below  correctly  dis- 
posed of  this  question.  These  pavements  were  already  in  place. 
It  may  be  conceded  that  they  would  require  removal  at  the  time 
when  it  became  necessary  to  reproduce  the  plant  in  this  respect 
The  master  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  life  of  the  mains 
would  not  be  enhanced  by  the  necessity  of  removing  the  pave- 
ments, and  that  the  company  had  no  right  of  property  in  the 
pavements  thus  dealt  with,  and  that  there  was  neither  justice 
nor  equity  in  requiring  the  people  who  had  been  at  the  expense 
of  paving  the  streets  to  pay  an  additional  sum  for  gas  because 
the  plant,  when  put  in,  would  have  to  be  at  the  expense  of  tak- 
ing up  and  replacing  the  pavements  in  building  the  same.  He 
held  that  such  added  value  was  wholly  theoretical,  when  no  bene- 
fit was  derived  therefrom.  We  find  no  error  in  this  disposition 
of  the  question."     (P.U.R.1915D,  589,  590.) 

Undisturbed  paving,  despite  the  claims  of  certain  advocates 
of  reproduction  cost  new  theories, .  has  no  place  in  the  case  at 
bar.  No  legitimate  reason  can  possibly  exist  for  demanding 
that  the  public,  after  having  improved  its  city  streets  at  great 
expense,  should  pay  a  higher  unit  price  f  '  gsis,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  the  paveknent,  which  is  the  property  of  the  public  itself, 
and  not  owned  by  the  gas  utility;  possesses  value.     This  and 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


336 


ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 


similar  claimB  often  lead  the  reproduction  theories  to  irrecon- 
cilable absurdities  and  render  the  same  of  lesser  weight  as  evi- 
dence in  valuation  proceedings  than  would  prevail  either  in  more 
consistent  theories  or  in  more  reasonable  applications  of  a  repro- 
duction theory. 

In  laying  the  gas  mains  and  services  in  Springfield,  many 
kinds  of  pavement  were  disturbed  and  rq)laced — ^various  grades 
and  classifications  of  brick,  asphalt,  macadam,  and  concrete, 
principally  brick.  The  exact  quantity  of  pavement  cut  into  is 
somewhat  in  dispute  among  the  experts,  but  appears  to  be  ap- 
proximately 30,000  lineal  feet  for  mains  and  20,000  lineal  feet 
for  services.  The  values  placed  upon  disturbed  paving  by  the 
appraisers  are  set  forth  in  table  XVI.  Only  two  of  the  ap- 
praisers (Adams  and  Anderson)  submitted  estimates  to  cover 
undisturbed  paving,  which  represents  neither  expenditure  nor 
denial  on  the  part  of  the  respondent,  but  which  may  be  included 
in  a  valuation  if  the  reproduction  theory  is  followed  rigidly  to 
the  letter. 

TABLE  XVL— VALUATIONS  OF  PAVING  CUT.* 
Springfield  Oaa  d  Electric  Company — Gas  Department. 


CoBt-New 

Present 

Appraiser 

Difitnrbed 
Paving 

Undisturbed 
Pavinff 

Value 

(1) 

(2) 

$22,209 
26,122 
35.450 

(8) 
1115.082 

41.700t 

(4) 
$17,2g 

2       Bemis 

8       Little 

21.985 
8l!(ft6 

4       Adams 

6      Brown 

81,074 

• — Overheads  excluded. 
•• — ^Not  segregated  by  Bemis. 
•♦•_Not  estimated. 

% — Part  disturbed,  and  part  undisturbed. 

None  of  the  appraisers,  from  the  record,  seems  in  any  manner 
exceptionally  qualified  as  an  expert  highway  engineer  of  ex- 
tended experience  in  pricing  paving  materials.  Valuing  paving 
seems  to  be  more  or  less  &  matter  of  skill  in  securing  proper 
quantities  (lengths  and  widths  of  trenches),  together  with  a 
proper  application  of  imit  prices.  Weight,  in  general,  is  to  be 
given  to  the  care  with  which  an  appraiser  inventoried  and  priced 
the  details  which  enter  into  the  classification  of  paving.     Pav- 
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ing  is  one  of  the  itema  in  r^ard  to  which  actual  records  of  orig- 
inal cost  are  far  more  eonvixiciiig  evidence  than  estimates  of  the 
cofnjectaral  widths  and  lengths  of  trencdies  necessary  in  a  repro- 
duction theory. 

Overhead  Expenses. 

[9']  In  valuation  work  connected  with  state  regulation  of  mo- 
nopolistic public  utilities,  the  most  mooted  question,  possibly 
aside  from  "going  value,"  is  that  of  overhead  expenses.  Over- 
head expenses  may  be  defined  as  a  surcharge  upon  the  appraised 
value  of  tangible  utility  property  (or  selected  classifications  of 
the  tangible  property)  to  cover  both  actual  and^  hypothetical 
items,  such  as  (1)  engineering  during  construction,  (2)  contin- 
gencies and  incidentals,  (3)  administration  and  legal  expense 
during  construction,  (4)  supervision  and  tools  during  construc- 
tion, (5)  interest  upon  capital  expended  during  construction,  (6) 
insurance  and  taxes  during  construction,  and  (7)  other  features 
of  similar  character.  These  expenses  may  or  may  not  in  fact 
exist  in  a  given  appraisal.  In  an  original-cost  theory,  items  of 
overhead  usually  exist;  but,  more  often  than  otherwise,  a  large 
portion  of  such  costs  are  reflected  by  the  charges  existing  on  a 
utility's  books,  either  in  the  capital  or  in  the  operating  accounts. 
In  a  reproduction  theory,  items  of  overhead,  like  the  physical 
property,  are  conjectural  to  the  extent  that  the  surcharge  cannot 
exist  unless  the  utility's  plant  is  actually  duplicated — ^an  improba- 
ble event  In  general,  a  reproduction  theory  admits  of  higher 
overhead  percentages  than  does  an  actual-cost  method  of  valua- 
tion. It  seems  to  be  the  general  rale,  moreover,  that  appraisers 
i¥ho  submit  high  valuations  of  physical  property  also  surcharge 
an  already  high  appraisal  with  a  high  perc^itage  to  cover  over- 
head expenses.  The  reverse  seems  to  be  the  rule  with  the  ap* 
praisers  who  submit  the  low  valuations.  The  practice  results  in 
great  and  irreconcilable  variance  of  valuations,  often  to  the  dis- 
paragement of  expert  testimony.  The  application  of  abstract 
percentages  to  nonuniform  bases  to  cover  overheads,  rather  than 
concrete  values,  to  say  the  least,  is  confusing. 

The  case  at  bar  is  no  exception  to  the  general  rule.  From 
the  mass  of  testimony  relating  to  overhead  expenses,  with  cogni- 
zance taken  of  extensive  arguments  presented  in  very  able  manner 
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by  counsel  for  both  parties,  this  CommiBsion  has  but  one  course 
to  pursue — a  judicial  determination  of  a  reasonable  and  ade« 
quate  allowance  for  overheads,  based  upon  the  weight  of  evi- 
dence in  the  record. 

The  percentages  and  amounts  which  have  been  used  by  the 
five  experts  to  cover  overhead  expenses  are  detailed  in  table 
XVIL(a).  Certain  assumptions  made  by  the  appraisers  in  sub- 
mitting the  percentages  used  in  table  XVIL(a)  are  to  be  pointed 
out.  Brown  assumed  all  physical  property,  including  land,  to 
carry  overhead,  and  excluded  overhead  upon  materials  and  sup- 
plies and  upon  working  capital.  Little  assumed  all  physical 
property,  exctUsive  of  land,  to  carry  varying  percentages  of  over- 
heads, and,  like  Brown  and  also  like  Anderson,  eliminated  over- 
heads upon  materials  and  supplies  and  upon  working  capital 
Anderson  assumed  all  physical  property,  including  land,  to  carry 
overheads,  and  compounded  his  percentages  in  the  following 
order : 

1.  Contingencies — 6  per  cent  of  physical  properly. 

2.  Engineering — 5  per  cent  of  106  per  cent  of  physical  property — 111.8 
per  cent. 

3.  Insurance  and  taxes — 2}  per  cent  of  111.3  per  cent  of  physical  property 
— 114.1  per  cent. 

4.  Organization  and  legal — 2^  per  cent  of  114.1  per  cent  of  physioal  prop- 
erty— 117  per  cent. 

5.  Interest  during  construction  6  per  cent  of  117  per  cent  of  physical 
property — 124  per  cent. 

Bemis's  figures  for  overheads  are  involved  in  a  manner  which 
admits  of  no  segregation  into  percentages.  Adams  evidently 
depreciated  his  overheads  at  the  same  rate  which  was  adopted 
for  depreciation  of  the  physical  property.  The  percentages  of 
the  other  experts,  however,  change  materially  when  considered 
in  reference  to  a  depreciated  present  value^  as  evidenced  by  item 
12  of  tableXVIL(a). 
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TABLE  XVII. (a)— OVERHEAD  EXPENSES. 
Springfield  Gas  d  Electric  Company — Oaa  Department, 


Items  loclDded  In  Overhead 
Expenses 


Appraiser 


Adams      Bemls        Little    'Anderson    Brown 


(1) 

Engineering  dniinflr  constnictioxi. 
Contingrencies  and  incidentals. . . . 

Administration  and  legal 

Supervision  and  tools 

Interest  during  construction 

Insurance  and  taxes 

Miscellaneous 


11 

6.0 


1.0 

i!6 


(8) 
96 


6.0 
1.6 
1.0 
8.0 
4.0 
1.6 


(6) 

6.0 
6.0 
2.6 

6!6 
2.6 


6.0 
6.0 
2.0 


2.0 
2.0 


Total . 


7.0 


9    Amount  allowed  (new) 

10  Amount  allowed  (present  yalue) 

11  Appraiser's  present  value  of  physcal 

property  ••♦ 

12  Total  percentage,  based  on  present 
value I       7.09fe 


I    46.523 
84.606 


492,942 


•16.0 

I  110.506 
91.807 


688.262 


18.896 


:22.0 

8  188.522 
178,622 

681,826 

26.296 


18.0 

8     152.661 
144.570 

767.418 

19.196 


• — Weighted  equals  16.66  per  cent.     See  Table  XVII.  (b). 
•• — Not  segregated. 
*** — Includes  land,  distribution,  buildings,  structures,  plant  equipment,  general 
eqatpment,  and  paving. 

t — ^Weighted,  equals  24  per  cent. 

Brown's  overhead  rises  to  19.1  per  cent,  and  Anderson's  over- 
head rises  to  26.2  per  cent.  Little,  in  his  analysis  of  overhead 
allowance,  segregated  the  particular  percentages  which,  in  his 
opinion,  were  applicable  to  the  classification  adopted  in  the 
appraisal  of  the  physical  property.  These  percentages,  which 
ate  itemized  in  table  XVII.  (b),  produce  a  composite  overhead 
charge  of  15.56  per  cent  of  the  engineering  staff's  valuation  of 
the  physical  property  (new),  exclusive  of  land.  In  addition  to 
the  15.56  per  cent  to  cover  overheads,  Little  allowed,  in  the  unit 
prices  applied  in  his  valuation,  an  adequate  percentage  to  cover 
contractor's  profit  in  all  items  of  the  physical  property  which, 
in  his  opinion,  justly  were  entitled  to  such  surcharge. 

[10-13]  TABLE  XVII. (b)— OVERHEAD  EXPENSES  (LITTLE'S). 
Springfield  Gus  d  Electric  Company — Oaa  Department. 


Items  Included  in  Overhead  Expense 


U) 


1  iDTentory  omissions 

2  Engineering:  and  arctaiteeture 

8  General  supervision  and  wear  on  tools. . 

4  Interest  durlnar  construction 

5  Insurance,  fire  and  liability 

6  Orflraoization  and  preliminary  expense.. 

7  Legal  and  taxes. 

8  GoDtingencies... 


9  T&tal 

10    Weighted  average 


Buildings 

Plant 

General 

Distribution 

and 

equip- 

equip- 

structures 

ment 

ment 

(2) 

(8) 

(4) 

(5) 

% 

9fe 

9fe 

Jb 

0.5 

1.0 

0.5 

1.0 

5.0 

6.0 

5.0 

8.0 

8.0 

8.0 

1.0 

4.0 

8.0 

8.0 

2.0 

1.0 

1.0 

1.0 

0.6 

1.0 

1.0 

0.6 

0.5 

0.6 

0.5 

0.6 

1.0 

1.6 

0.6 

16.0 

16.0 

14.0 
15.5 

5.0 
6  per  cent 
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In  connection  with  the  determination  of  a  fair  allowance  to 
cover  overhead  expenses,  consideration  is  to  be  given  to  the  gen* 
eral  characteristics  of  a  property  and  to  the  efficiency  of  its 
operation  as  a  public  utility,  in  order  that  measure  may  be  ob- 
tained of  the  skill  and  judgment  exerted  during  construction. 
Overhead  expenses  represent,  for  the  most  part,  skill,  judgment, 
and  ingenuity  preparatory  to  and  during  the  construction  period, 
and  it  is  reasonable  to  presume  that  such  skill,  judgment,  and 
ingenuity  were  paid  for  in  proportion  to  value  received,  and 
would  be  so  paid  for  if  the  property  were  reproduced.  This  is 
particularly  true  in  regard  to  engineering  and  supervision,  and 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that,  if  engineering  and  supervision 
fees  are  to  be  allowed  at  a  rate  for  which  first-class  professional 
services  are  to  be  procured,  the  evidence  of  eminent  professional 
service  should  be  reflected  in  the  existing  property.  A  claim  for 
engineering,  amounting  to  5  per  cent  of  the  total  tangible  prop- 
erty, is  equivalent  to  a  far  greater  percentage  on  the  items  of 
property  which  justly  require  engineering  or  architectural  at- 
tention, Five  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  a  project  is  a  very  remu- 
nerative fee,  either  for  engineering  or  for  supervision.  If  the 
respondent's  claims  for  overhead  percentages  are  to  be  consid- 
ered seriously,  it  would  not  be  unreasonable  to  expect  that,  in 
practically  all  of  its  details,  the  property  would  be  very  compact, 
exceptionally  efficient,  and  highly  suitable  for  its  present  require- 
ments. Do  we  find  the  respondent's  gas  property  in  Springfield 
so  highly  suited  to  its  intended  purpose  that  an  overhead  charge 
of  19  per  cent  to  26  per  cent  of  the  present  value  is  warranted, 
as  claimed  by  respondent's  experts  ?  It  is  quite  doubtful  if  the 
gas  property,  as  a  whole,  reflects  such  an  allowance,  particularly 
in  view  of  the  aggregate  sum  claimed,  running  upward  of  $178,- 
668  (Anderson's  present  value).  It  is  inconceivable  that 
$178,668  could  properly  be  expended  in  overheads  in  more  or 
less  standardized  property,  the  size  of  the  Springfield  gas  utility, 
irrespective  of  whatever  possible  items  could  be  conceived  to  be 
included  in  the  26  per  cent  assumed  by  its  appraiser.  Valua- 
tions should  reflect  actual  conditions;  yet  they  may  be  made  to 
distort  facts,  just  as  easily  as  a  mirror  may  be  so  shaped  as  to 
reflect  grotesque  figures  which  do  not  exist  outside  of  the  imagi- 
nation. 
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A  further  and  more  detailed  analj^is  of  Little's  overhead  per- 
centages is  pertinent.  From  table  XVII.  (b),  it  is  to  be  noted 
that  Little  applied  a  scientific  differentiation  of  overhead  per- 
centages accruing  to  the  separate  classifications  of  property.  In 
many  classifications,  Little's  percentages  approached  the  per- 
centages utilized  by  the  respondent's  advocates  of  the  reproduc- 
tion theories.  It  is  a  generally  recognized  fact  that,  in  a  given 
valuation,  the  overhead  percentages  applicable  to  an  original- 
cost  method  are  considerably  lower  than  those  applicable  to  a 
reproduction  method  of  appraising  the  identical  property.  Ob- 
viously Little  erred  by  not  adhering  more  closely  to  his  theory 
of  original  cost,  and,  according  to  his  testimony,  he  evidently 
n^lected,  when  fixing  overhead  percentages,  to  take  account  of 
portions  of  overheads  which  ordinarily  could  not  escape  being 
included  in  the  original  cost  of  many  items. 

The  views  of  counsel  for  petitioner,  on  the  subject  of  over- 
heads baaed  upon  an  original-cost  theory  of  valuation,  are  inter- 
esting and  worthy  of  consideration,  to  wit: 

'^In  a  plant  such  as  that  of  the  respondent  the  actual  cost 
method  deals  with  its  cost  as  it  was  actually  built  up,  or  in  other 
\i70Tds,  constructed  by  piecemeaL  So  constructed,  the  exten*- 
sions,  additions,  and  betterments  are  made  in  relatively  small 
quantities,  contemporaneously  and  in  connection  with  its  opera- 
tion, and  are  to  a  large  extent  originated  and  installed  under  the 
supervision  and  direction  of  the  operating  officers  and  employees. 
A  very  large  portion,  if  not  all,  of  those  services  usually  classed 
as  overhead  fall  within  the  scope  of  the  duties  of  the  general 
manager,  superintendent,  foreman,  attorney,  eta,  whose  salaries 
and  wages  are  paid  out  of  operation,  and  whose  employment  and 
compensation  are  in  no  way  made  to  depend  upon  the  amount  of 
construction  done,  but  continue  as  well  during  periods  of  non- 
construction  as  during  periods  of  extensions  and  additions.  In 
the  ordinary  piecemeal  construction  of  such  a  plant,  all  over- 
heads are  either  thus  taken  care  of  or  are  found  in  prices  paid 
contractors  for  various  work  or  items  of  equipment,  the  result 
being  that  the  unit  prices  actually  paid  are  usually  higher  than 
those  which  would  result  from  the  construction  of  the  plant  as  a 
whole,  as  is  contemplated  by  the  reproduction  method.     On  the 
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other  hand,  the  overhead  incident  to  reproduction  is  almost,  if 
not  entirely,  eliminated."     (Petitioner's  brief,  p.  57.) 

The  Commission,  however,  cannot  sanction  the  entire  claim  of 
the  petitioner's  counsel,  that  in  Little's  theory  of  valuation,  all 
overheads  should  be  excluded.  It  is  quite  true  that,  in  a  plant 
which  has  been  built  piecemeal  as  has  the  Springfield  gas  plant, 
items  for  engineering,  supervision,  legal  expense,  administration, 
insurance,  taxes,  etc.,  have  been  met  very  largely  by  expenditures 
in  the  operating  accounts.  There  are  certain  items,  neverthe- 
less, such  as  interest  during  construction,  preliminaries,  legal 
expenses,  etc.,  which  would  nowhere  appear  in  the  book  costs  set 
up  in  Little's  valuation.  Were  the  books  and  records  of  the 
respondent's  early  operations  intact  and  reliable,  proper  over- 
heads could  be  ascertained  as  easily  as  the  cost  of  equipment  is 
to  be  obtained.  Absence  of  reliable  early  records,  however, 
makes  it  necessary  to  resort  to  reasonable  estimates.  Such  book 
costs  as  might  be  available  could  not  reasonably  be  expected  to 
include  all  proper  overhead  charges.  It  would  be  unjust  and 
unfair  to  the  respondent,  therefore,  to  disallow  completely,  in 
this  particular  case,  the  item  of*  overheads  in  a  valuation  based 
on  an  original-<50st  theory,  as  argued  by  petitioner's  counsel. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  overhead  percent- 
ages used  by  the  respwident's  experts  in  this  case  are  excessive. 
The  Commission  is  of  the  further  opinion  that  Little,  in  his 
treatment  of  overheads,  is  also  excessive  in  his  percentages  ap- 
plied under  the  original-cost  theory,  and  in  particular  is  exces- 
sive in  his  estimate  of  overheads  applicable  to  a  distribution 
system  built  piecemeal  throughout  many  years,  as  is  the  history 
of  the  gas  property  in  Springfield. 

Materials  and  Supplies. 

[14-16]  The  respondent's  experts  made  claim  for  a  capitaliza- 
tion of  approximately  $35,000,  representing  materials  and  sup- 
plies, which  are  carried  in  stock,  ostensibly  for  repairs,  renewals, 
and  merchandise  stock;  as  well  as  a  supply  of  coal,  oil,  coke, 
and  other  plant  supplies.  The  values  of  materials  and  supplies 
submitted  by  the  various  appraisers  are  set  forth  in  table  X VIIL, 
to  wit : 
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TABI^  XVin.— VALUATIONS  OF  MATERIALS  AND  SUPPLIES. 
Springfield  Qas  d  Electric  Company — Oas  Department. 
Appraiser.  Cost  New.  Present  Value. 

(1)  (2)  (3) 

1  Adams    $       •  |      ♦ 

2  Bemis     ♦  • 

3  Anderson   33,699  33,699 

4  Little    35,527  "35.407 

5  Brown    35,627  35,527 

• — Not  segregated. 

Little  checked  the  respondent's  inventory  of  materiala  and  sup- 
plies, found  that  the  inventoried  items  had  probably  been  carried 
in  stock  upon  the  date  of  the  valuation,  agreed  to  Brown's  valua- 
tion of  original  cost  of  materials  and  supplies,  and  deducted  a 
very  small  amount  ($120)  to  cover  departed  value  of  certain 
secondhand  material  in  stock.  Little  testified,  however,  that 
Brown's  total  inventory  of  materials  and  supplies  covered  many 
items  carried  for  new  construction  work.  Materials  and  supplies 
carried  for  new  construction  are  not  properly  to  be  capitalized, 
where  an  allowance  is  made,  as  in  this  case,  for  interest  during 
construction.  Brown,  in  arriving  at  the  figure  of  $35,000,  made 
certain  deductions  in  his  total  valuation  of  materials  and  sup- 
plies to  cover  what,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  proper  estimate  of  the 
materials  carried  for  new  construction.  In  several  respects 
Uravm  is  high  in  the  pricing  of  items  contained  in  the  classifica- 
tion of  materials  and  supplies.  In  addition  he  has  included 
approximately  $4,000  in  items  of  coke  stock,  tar  stock,  and  am- 
monia stock, — all  by-products  of  the  process  of  converting  coal 
into  gas.  These  by-products  have  been  obtained  through  the 
actual  operation  of  the  plant.  The  entire  operating  expenses  of 
the  gas  plant,  including  all  costs  of  labor  and  material  for  the 
production  of  an  accumulation  of  coke,  tar,  and  ammonia  (not 
sold),  are  provided  for  elsewhere.  These  commodities,  whether 
used  in  further  manufacture  of  gas  or  sold  as  by-products  to  out- 
siders, are  covered  fully  by  allowances  contained  herein, — either 
in  operating  expenses  or  in  the  coal  pile.  Once  reimbursed  for 
the  outlay  in  coal  and  compensated  for  all  reasonable  operating 
expenses,  the  respondent  is  not  entitled  to  a  duplicate  allowance 
to  cover  stocks  of  coke,  tar,  and  ammonia.  The  Commission  is' 
of  the  opinion  that  a  present  allowance  of  $30,000  for  materials 
and  supplies  is  both  adequate  and  equitable  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses in  this  case. 
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Working  CapiiaL 

[17, 18]  Working  capital  properly  should  represent  a  sum 
which  is  sufficient  and  ample  under  normal  conditions  to  meet 
and  carry  the  obligations  incurred  in  bills  payable  prior  to  a 
reimbursement  obtained  from  bills  receivable.  Bills  payable, 
in  the  present  case^  includes  principally  the  pay  roll  of  officers 
and  employees,  whereas  bills  receivable  includes  comparatively 
little  in  addition  to  the  receipts  obtained  from  the  payment  of  the 
consumers'  monthly  biUs  for  gas.  The  amounts  claimed  for 
working  capital  by  the  five  valuation  experts,  to  cover  routine 
operation  of  the  gas  utility  in  Springfield,  are  shown  in  table 
XIX. 

TABLE  XIX.— ESTIMATES  OF  WORKING  CAPITAL. 
Springfield  Qas  d  Electric  Company — Oaa  Department. 
Appraiser.  Estimate. 

1  Adams  |20,000 

2  Little  26,160 

3  Anderson    38,437 

4  Brown    39,000 

6    Bemis    60,000* 

* — Includes  materials  and  supplies. 

Working  capital,  in  rate-making  prooedures,  often  is  combined 
with  materials  and  supplies  into  a  single  classification*  When 
the  two  classifications  are  segregated,  moreover,  various  appraia* 
ers  assign  segregated  items  indiscriminately  to  one  or  the  other* 
Coal,  for  instance,  is  sometimes  assigned  to  materials  and  sup- 
plies, and  at  other  times  to  working  capitaL  A  strict  comparison 
of  the  estimates  set  out  in  table  XIX.,  therefore,  is  not  advisable 
without  a  full  consideration  of  the  details  included  therein  by  the 
appraisers.  Bemis  combined  both  materials  and  supplies  and 
working  capital  into  a  single  estimate  of  $60,000.  Counsel  for 
the  petitioner,  in  his  brief,  evidently  is  somewhat  confused  on 
these  subjects  (at  least  he  has  not  made  himself  clear  to  this 
Commission),  for  he  mizes  working  capital  more  or  less  with 
materials  and  supplies  in  his  argument. 

In  this  particular  case,  the  Commission,  in  its  allowance  for 
materials  and  supplies^  has  included  coal,  coke,  oil,  and  other 
plant  supplies,  and  has  disallowed  materials  carried  for  new  con- 
struction, as  well  as  stocks  of  coke,  tar,  and  ammonia.  Separately, 
to  cover  an  equitable  working  capital  alone,  for  rate-making 

purposes  in  this  particular  case,  the  Commission  finds  $26,000 
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to  be  reasonable  and  adequate,  u  e,^  a  total  of  $56,000  to  cover 
both  i¥orking  capital  and  materiala  and  suppliea. 

Depreciation. 

[19,  20]  The  subject  of  depreciation  is  indeed  a  broad  one. 
It  has  permeated  the  entire  record  in  the  case.  Counsel,  in  their 
briefs,  have  given  pages  to  its  discussion.  Expert  opinion,  as 
given,  is  very  unsettled  in  details,  and  is  unanimous  in  one  fea- 
ture only;  viz.,  that  deductions  from  cost  new  have  been  made  by 
all  appraisers  to  cover  accrued  depreciation.  The  fundamental 
necessity  for  a  consideration  of  depreciation  in  connection  with 
a  determination  of  reasonable  rates  which  are  to  be  equitable  to 
both  the  public  and  the  utility  is  not  far  to  seek.  The  lives  of 
the  various  units  and  elements  entering  into  a  composite  utility 
property  (apart  from  land)  are  limited.  With  development  in 
the  arts,  moreover,  certain  units  and  facilities,  before  the  natural 
life  is  run,  grow  incompetent  to  function  efficiently  and  eco- 
nomically, compared  with  units  and  facilities  of  unimpaired  life. 
As  a  business  proposition,  any  person  or  corporation,  in  purchas- 
ing property  of  this  character  (or  of  any  other  character),  would 
seek  to  ascertain  aU  facts  relating  to  the  present  physical  condi- 
tion of  the  equipment — how  much  the  parts  have  been  worn,  in 
what  manner  the  machinery  has  been  maintained,  what  has  been 
the  effect  of  the  action  of  the  elements,  how  efficiently  does  the 
plant  operate,  whether  or  not  the  facilities  are  amply  adequate 
to  perform  the  duties,  what  is  the  probability  of  the  equipment 
to  continue  its  ability  to  perform  service  and  to  meet  future  de- 
mands, and  what  is  the  probable  life  during  which  the  facilities 
and  units  may  be  continued  in  efficient  service.  It  is  obvious 
that  a  rate-making  authority,  which  fails  to  make  the  same  in- 
quiries as  would  an  investor,  is  acting  in  a  manner  contrary  to 
ordinary  business  prudence.  In  ordinary  business  life,  an  ante 
truck  may  be  used  by  a  gas  manufacturer,  and  this  auto  truck 
may  possess  a  normal  life  of  say  ten  years.  If  the  truck  was 
purchased  five  years  ago  and  has  consumed  one  half  of  its  useful 
life,  it  is  difficult  to  see  wherein  the  machine  is  worth  as  much 
as  a  new  one  or  wherein  it  possesses  as  much  value  as  an  tmused 
new  type.  The  same  is  true,  in  varying  degrees,  with  reference 
to  all  other  portions  of  a  gas  property. 
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It  appears  that,  of  the  entire  general  subject  of  depreciation^ 
two  phases  of  the  situation  are  primarily  at  issue  in  this  particu- 
lar case, — (1)  whether  or  not  depreciation  is  to  be  deducted  from 
estimated  cost  new  to  find  present  value;  and  (2)  whether  or 
not  the  rate  of  depreciation  in  the  past  is  fundamentally  different 
from  the  rate  which  the  future  will  reveaL 

For  guidance  in  the  treatment  of  depreciation,  it  is  well  to 
turn  to  the  attitude  of  the  courts.  Depreciation,  as  judicially 
defined,  is  pertinent  to  this  inquiry.  In  the  early  cases,  the  far- 
reaching  effects  of  a  scientific  consideration  of  depreciation  were 
appreciated  by  neither  courts  nor  litigants,  and,  naturally 
enough,  scant  attention  was  given  the  subject,  and  little  detailed 
opinion  was  rendered  therein  by  the  courts.  In  the  case  of  Peo- 
ple ex  rel.  Jamaica  Water  Supply  Co.  v.  State  Tax  Comrs. 
(1909),  the  court  defined  depreciation  as  the  "  •  .  .  — con- 
stant deterioration  of  the  plant  which  is  not  made  good  by  ordi- 
nary repairs,  which,  of  course,  operate  continually  to  lessen  the 
tangible  property  which  it  affects."  196  K  Y,  39,  57,  89  N". 
E.  581.  (Cf.  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Cumberland 
(1911)  187  Fed.  637,  653.) 

One  of  the  clearest  expressions  from  the  judiciary  upon  the 
•subject  of  depreciation,  in  a  modem  sense,  appears  to  be  the  lan- 
guage used  by  Mr.  Justice  Moody  in  the  case  Knoxville  v.  Knox- 
ville  Water  Co.  to  wit: 

"The  cost  of  reproduction  is  one  way  of  ascertaining  the  pres- 
ent value  of  a  plant  like  that  of  a  water  company,  but  that  test 
would  lead  to  obviously  incorrect  results,  if  the  cost  of  reproduc- 
tion is  not  diminished  by  the  depreciation  which  has  come  from 
age  and  use.     •    •    • 

"The  cost  of  reproduction  is  not  always  a  fair  measure  of  the 
present  value  of  a  plant  which  has  been  in  use  for  many  years. 
The  items  composing  the  plant  depreciate  in  value  from  year  to 
year  in  a  varying  degree.    .    •    • 

"It  is  not  easy  to  fix  at  any  given  time  the  amount  of  depre- 
ciation of  a  plant  whose  component  parts  are  of  different  ages 
with  different  expectations  of  life.  But  it  is  clear  that  some  sub- 
stantial allowance  for  depreciation  ought  to  have  been  made  in 
this  case.    .    •    • 

"The  company's  original  case  was  based  upon  an  elaborate 
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analysis  of  the  cost  of  construction.  To  arrive  at  the  present 
Talue  of  the  plant  large  deductions  were  made  on  account  of  the 
depreciation.  This  depreciation  was  divided  into  complete  de- 
preciation and  incomplete  depreciation.  The  complete  depre- 
ciation represented  that  part  of  the  original  plant  which,  through 
destruction  or  obsolescence,  had  actually  perished  as  useful  prop- 
erty. The  incomplete  depreciation  represented  the  impairment 
in  value  of  the  parts  of  the  plant  which  remained  in  existence 
and  were  continued  in  use.  It  was  urgently  contended  that  in 
fixing  upon  the  value  of  the  plant  upon  which  the  company  was 
entitled  to  earn  a  reasonable  return  the  amounts  of  complete  and 
incomplete  depreciation  should  be  added  to  the  present  value 
of  the  surviving  parts.  The  court  refused  to  approve  this 
method,  and  we  think  properly  refused.  A  water  plant,  with 
all  its  additions,  begins  to  depreciate  in  value  from  the  moment 
of  its  use."  (212  U.  S.  1,  53  L.  ed.  371,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  148.) 
The  court  in  the  Knoxville  Case  discussed  depreciation  in  its 
relation  both  to  valuation  and  to  earnings,  as  if  the  problem  was 
governed  by  identical  rules.  The  court  held  that  the  cost  of 
reproduction  must  be  diminished  "by  the  depreciation  which 
has  come  from  age  and  use.'^  The  court  also  ruled  that  com- 
plete and  incomplete  depreciation  should  not  be  added  to  the 
present  value  of  the  surviving  parts, — language  which  justifies 
the  assimiption  that  the  court  was  in  accord  with  the  modem 
theory  that  the  term  "depreciation"  should  include  what  is  com- 
monly described  as  "accrued  depreciation"  or  "theoretical  depre- 
ciation." The  strongly  contested  case  (People  ex  reL  Kings 
County  Lighting  Co.  v.  Willoox  (1914)  210  N.  Y,  479,  51 
L.R.A.(]Nr.S.)  1,  104  N.  E.  911)  appears  to  follow  the  lead  of 
the  KnoxviUe  Case,  and,  in  addition,  to  imply  that  depreciation 
should  include  what  is  commonly  known  as  "functional  depre- 
ciation." The  case  of  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Louis- 
ville (1911)  187  Fed.  637,  654,  considers  depreciation  to  be  the 
result  of  wear  and  tear,  of  improvements  in  the  arts,  and  of 
municipal  improvements.  The  case  of  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  V.  Westenhaver  (1911)  29  Okla.  429,  454,  38  L.Il.A.(N.S.) 
1209,  118  Pac.  354,  holds  that  depreciation  is  attributable  both 
to  inadequacy  and  to  obsolescence.  A  point  of  view  respecting 
depreciation,  which  has  been  quoted  by  the  carriers  to  the  Inter- 
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state  Commerce  Commission  and  enlarged  upon  by  the  National 
Association  of  Eailway  Commissioners  (cf.  brief  of  National 
Association  of  Railway  ConmoiissionerSy  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  December  1,  1915),  is  interesting,  to 
wit: 

^'Depreciation  has  been  defined  as  the  act  or  state  of  lessening 
the  worth  of  any  physical  factor  constituting  property,  caused  by 
weather,  time,  and  use.  And  it  has  been  said  that  it  may  be 
measured  by  the  amount  of  money  that  must  be  spent  for  replace- 
ment in  addition  to  the  normal  amount  of  maintenance  regularly 
expended.  4  Neb.  S.  E.  C.  448.  This  is  one  sense  in  which 
the  term  'depreciation'  is  used.  It  indicates  the  loss  of  physical 
condition,  or  the  extent  to  which  the  property  has  deteriorated 
physically,  and  ngt  the  amount  it  has  fallen  in  value.*' 

"In  addition  to  destruction  of  property  by  the  means  indi- 
cated, it  may  also  be  rendered  useless  by  obsolescence  and 
inadequacy.  Obsolescence  may  be  defined  as  the  condition  re- 
sulting from  unforeseen  changes  in  the  art,  which  make  the 
installation  of  new  apparatus  necessary ;  and  inadequacy,  as  the 
condition  resulting  from  increase  in  the  business,  requiring  the 
replacement  of  equipment  by  apparatus  more  adequately  fitted  for 
the  service.  Physical  decay  due  to  wear  and  tear  and  the  action 
of  the  elements  is  always  going  on;  but  the  plant  or  the  units 
composing  it  may  or  may  not  become  obsolete  or  inadequate,  de- 
pending upon  circumstances.  But  as  the  plant  may  become 
obsolete  or  inadequate  before  it  is  worn  out,  obisolescence  and 
inadequacy  must  be  considered  in  estimating  the  life  of  the 
property.  It  is  part  of  the  destructive  process.  The  term  *de- 
preciation,'  when  used  to  indicate  the  lessened  physical  condition 
of  the  property,  includes  obsolescence  and  inadequacy."  Kan- 
sas City  Southern  E.  Co.  v.  United  States,  52  L.RA.(N.S.)  1, 
18,  19,  note- 
Depreciation,  accordingly,  may  be  divided  into  two  classes, — 
physical,  due  to  wear  and  tear;  and  functional,  due  to  inade- 
quacy and  obsolescence  which  require  replacement  of  equipment 
before  it  actually  is  worn  out.  Depreciation  of  both  classes  is 
divided  further  into  complete  and  incomplete  dq>reciation.  The 
former  represents  that  part  of  the  original  equipment,  which, 
through  destruction  or  obsolescence,  has  perished  as  useful  prop- 
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erty;  whereas  the  ktter  represents  impairment  in  value  of  the 
portions  of  an  aggregate  plant  which  remain  in  existence  and  in 
continued  use  (cf.  Eiioxville  Case).  A  case  in  the  Federal 
courts  expressly  recognizing  the  inclusion  of  functional  depre* 
eiation  is  that  of  Des  Moines  Water  Co.  v.  Des  Moines  {1911). 
After  discussing  briefly  the  reproduction  method  of  valuation^ 
the  court  states,  to  wit:  "And  from  which,  to  get  at  the  value 
of  the  present  plant,  there  would  be  deducted  the  value  of  depre- 
ciation, either  by  functional  or  physical  depreciation,'*  192 
Fed.  193,  197.  The  decision  of  the  lower  court  was  afterward 
affirmed  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  (288  IT.  S. 
153,  69  L.  ed.  1244,  P.U.R.1915D,  577,  36  Sup.  Ot.  Eep.  811). 

It  is  the  opinion  of  this  Commission  that  the  weight  of  au- 
thority compels  a  reasonable  deduction  from  cost  new  for  accrued 
depreciation, — ^both  physical  and  functional, — and  further  re- 
quires, in  equity  to  both  consumer  and  utility,  an  identical  treat- 
ment of  the  subject  in  all  its  phases.  The  amount  of  such  depre* 
eiation  deduction,  however,  is  a  matter  of  judgment,  or  as  Mr. 
Justice  Hughes  points  out  in  the  Minnesota  Bate  Cases  (Simp- 
son V.  Shepard)  280  IT.  S.  362,  67  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A. 
(N.S.)  1151,  83  Sup.  Ot  Eep.  729:  "It  is  not  a  matter  of 
formulas,  but  there  must  be  reasonable  judgment  having  its  basis 
in  a  proper  consideration  of  all  relevant  facts.'' 

The  ideas  of  the  five  appraisers  regarding  both  accrued  and 
annual  depreciation  are  shown  by  the  compilation  contained  in 
table  XX.,  to  wit: 

TABLE  XX.— ESTIMATES  OF  DEPRECIATION. 
Bprinfffield  Qaa  d  Eleotrio  Company — Oaa  Department. 


jLpprftiien 

Total 

Accraed 

Depreciation 

Annual 
Depreciation 

Rate  of 
Depreda* 

tion  oo 
Ooat  New 

(1) 
1    Brown 

(2) 

$  134,816 
147.584 
168.404 
176,071 
176.910 

^3) 

$  19.856 
16.011 
U,280 

14.100 

(4) 

2    Little • 

1.7 

Z    Adams 

1.6 

4     /iwidAmon. ,.,,, ,,,,,..»,..,r, ,...,. .,,,.,,. 

« 

K    Bewfff 

1.6 

• — ^Indeterminable  from  the  record. 


The  Comnuasion,  owing  to  the  mass*  of  conflicting  testimony 
and  argument  in  this  matter,  is  by  no  means  certain  that  respond- 
ent's counsel  is  raising  the  issue  of  total  nondeduction  for  accraed 
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depreciation,  or  merely  taking  the  position  that  only  actual  physi- 
cal depreciation  is  to  be  deducted.  The  valuations  submitted 
by  both  of  respondent's  experts  embrace  allowances  to  cover  ac- 
crued depreciation,  under  the  said  expert's  theories.  As  to 
whether  or  not  public-utility  property  depreciates  after  its  orig- 
inal installation,  the  reasons  customarily  advanced  for  the  elimi- 
nation of  such* accrued  depreciation  consist  of  a  belief  (1)  that 
the  reproduction  cost  new  (undepreciated)  is  the  amount  of 
money  which  would  necessarily  be  expended  by  a  utility  in  dupli- 
cating its  plant,  (2)  that  a  well-operated  utility,  from  a  con- 
sumer's point  of  view,  in  delivering  100  per  cent  service  is  in 
100  per  cent  service  condition,  irrespective  of  an  actual  deteriora- 
tion of  physical  plant,  which  will  render  ultimate  replacement 
unavoidable,  and  (3)  that  a  fair  rate  of  return,  therefore,  should 
be  based  upon  a  cost  new,  and  not  upon  some  depreciated  value. 
The  situation  must  be  faced  squarely  that,  in  a  broad  sense,  prop- 
erty does  depreciate  in  value  with  age,  with  use,  with  changes  in 
the  art  (obsolescence),  and  with  increases  in  send-out  (inade- 
quacy). A  very  vital  element  in  the  value  of  equipment  lies  in 
the  fact  that  it  probably  has  ahead  of  it  certain  years  of  effec- 
tiveness in  the  operation  for  which  it  was  intended.  As  this 
period  of  potential  operation  is  increased  or  decreased,  the  value 
of  any  piece  of  equipment  as  a  portion  of  an  operating  property 
correspondingly  is  enhanced  or  diminished.  Preponderance  of 
judicial  decisions  supports  this  view.  Where  the  courts,  in  rare 
instances,  have  taken  other  attitudes,  it  may  be  attributed  gen- 
erally to  some  special  consideration  involved  in  the  case  under 
trial,  such  as  a  proved  marked  deficiency  in  past  earnings,  which 
were  quite  inadequate  to  compensate  the  utility  for  accrued 
depreciation.  The  courts  may  also  have  been  influenced  by  a 
doctrine  that  excessive  utility  earnings  of  the  past,  under  an 
archaic  standard  of  business  ethics,  ought  not  possibly  to  bear 
weight  in  a  procedure  of  rate  making  based  upon  the  more  recent 
standard  of  regulation  by  the  state.  In  the  case  at  bar,  the  re- 
spondent's past  operations,  however,  have  been  so  successful  that 
there  can  exist  no  doubt  but  that  accrued  depreciation  has  been 
met  and  paid  back  to  the  investors  by  the  consumers.  The 
heaviest  depreciation  assigned  by  any  expert  to  the  respondent's 
gas  property  in  Springfield  is  but  a  comparatively  small  portion 

P.U.R.1916C. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


SPRINGFIELD  v.  SPRIN6FIBLD  GAS  &  E.  GO.  351 

of  the  total  past  corporate  surpluses,  i,  e.>  an  accumulation  of 
$124,024  in  1870  reduced  to  $18,263  in  1871  chiefly  by  a  credit 
made  to  capital  account,  another  accumulation  of  $136,685  in 
1902  reduced  to  $16,525  in  1903  by  an  extraordinary  dividend 
declaration,  and  a  third  accumulation  at  the  present  time  of 
some  $103,251,  (Hall's  exhibit  Na  2,  E-1.)  It  appears  from 
the  record  that  the  entire  Springfield  gas  plant,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  approximately  $200,000  received  as  proceeds  from 
securities  issues  plus  $186,478  representing  the  face  value  or  cer- 
tain bills  payable  issued  since  1903,  was  installed  by  expendi- 
tores  made  either  directly  or  indirectly  from  funds  derived  from 
earnings.  The  proceeds  of  the  $186,478  (face  value)  of  bills 
payable  is  not  apparent.  It  also  appears  from  the  record  that 
very  liberal  dividends  have  been  paid  on  all  outstanding  stock, 
in  addition  to  interest  and  other  charges  which  have  been  paid 
out  of  earnings.  At  the  date  of  this  appraisal  there  existed  a 
surplus  fund  of  $108,251  (Hall's  exhibit  No.  2,  E-1),  which 
was  obtained  from  rates  collected  from  oonsumers  in  the  past 
years.  As  to  surplus  funds,  the  record  shows  that  the  respondent 
always  has  been  liberally  provided.  Ample  gas  rates,  moreover, 
have  been  charged  and  collected  to  cover  all  maintenance  and 
operating  expenses,  to  provide  ample  dividends  on  capital  stock 
(or  on  actual  investment),  and,  in  addition,  to  establish  a  more 
than  adequate  fund  to  protect  any  amount  of  accrued  deprecia- 
tion which  may  be  reasoni^bly  determined  by  competent  experts 
to  exist  in  the  Springfield  property  at  the  present  time.  In  the 
ease  at  bar,  the  depreciation  fund  is  represented  and  reflected 
either  by  past  reinvestments  in  additions  and  betterments  to  the 
property  or  in  the  surplus  fund, — or  in  both.  The  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  has  commented  upon  the  sacredness 
of  'Moneys  raised  to  pay  for  depreciation,"  in  one  of  the  Cum- 
berland Cases,  to  wit : 

'^It  was  obligatory  upon  the  complainants  to  show  that  no  part 
of  the  money  raised  to  pay  for  depreciation  was  added  to  capital, 
upon  which  a  return  was  to  be  made  to  stockholders  in  the  way 
of  dividends  for  the  future.  It  cannot  be  left  to  conjecture, 
but  the  burden  rests  with  the  complainant  to  show  it.  It  cer- 
tainly was  not  proper  for  the  complainant  to  take  the  money,  or 
any  portion  of  it^  wl^ich  it  received  aa  a  result  of  the  rates  under 
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which  it  was  operating^  and  so  to  use  i^  or  any  part  of  it,  as  to 
permit  the  company  to  add  it  to  its  capital  account^  upon  which 
it  was  paying  dividends  to  shareholders.  If  that  were  allowable^ 
it  would  be  collecting  money  to  pay  for  depreciation  of  the  prop- 
erty and,  having  collected  it,  to  use  it  in  another  way,  upon  which 
the  complainant  would  obtain  a  return  and  distribute  it  to  its 
stockholders.  That  it  was  right  to  raise  more  money  to  pay  for 
depreciation  than  was  actually  disbursed  for  the  particular  year 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  for  a  reserve  is  necessary  in  any  business 
of  this  kind,  and  #d  it  might  accumulate;  but  to  raise  more  than 
money  enough  for  the  purpose,  and  place  the  balance  to  the  credit 
of  capital  upon  whidi  to  pay  dividends,  cannot  be  proper  treat- 
ment."    (212  TJ,  S.  424,  63  L.  ed.  682,  29  Sup.  C5t.  Eep.  857.) 

From  the  language  of  the  court  in  the  above  case,  it  obviously 
would  be  wrong  to  allow  a  rate  of  return  on  portions  of  utility 
property  constructed  out  of  an  accumulated  depreciation  fund^ 
and  the  burden,  moreover,  is  upon  the  utility  to  show  that  it  has 
not  collected  sufficient  rates  to  cover  all  accrued  depreciation* 
The  court  clearly  states,  furthermore,  that  no  part  of  money 
raised  for  accrued  depreciation  should  be  added  to  the  capital 
account,  especially  where  the  same  has  been  invested  in  additions 
and  betterments  to  property. 

In  general,  utilities  are  prone  to  argue  that  nothing  should  be 
deducted  from  their  appreciated  cost-new  valuation  to  cover  past 
depreciation,  except  some  small  nominal  amount  which  may  be 
sufficient  to  repair  equipment  and  to  place  the  same  in  100  per 
cent  service  condition;  and,  at  the  same  time,  argument  is  ad- 
vanced that,  in  the  future,  an  allowance  must  be  set  aside 
aimually  to  amortize  the  utility's  present  and  past  investment. 

It  is  the  practice  of  rate-making  bodies  to  authorize  rates  which 
are  sufficiently  high  to  permit  the  utility  to  set  aside  a  fund 
known  as  "depreciation  fund.''  This  fund  (sometimes  termed  a 
"reserve  fund"  or  an  "amortization  fund")  grows  to  be  large 
enough,  together  with  accrued  interest  thereon,  to  replace  from 
time  to  time  such  portions  of  the  utility's  property  as  either  wear 
out  or  become  obsolete  and  inadequate.  Such  a  fund  is  separate 
and  is  to  be  distinguished  from  an  allowance  in  the  operating 
accounts  to  take  care  of  the  usual  expenditures  for  maintenance 
and  repairs.     The  fund  should  begin  to  accumulate,  theoreticallj, 
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from  the  very  inception  of  the  utility's  business,  even  though  it 
may  not  be  necessary  for  actual  replacements  during  the  early 
years  <rf  utility  operation.  A  depreciation  fund  properly  may  be 
(and,  in  the  absence  of  state  regulation  in  former  years,  more 
than  likely  has  been)  disposed  of  by  a  judicious  reinvestment 
in  extensions  and  additions  to  the  utility's  property.  For  pur^ 
poses  of  illustration,  assume  that  a  utility  has  an  original  in- 
vestment of  $500,000  and  that  a  regulatory  body  establishes 
rates  which  permit  a  sum  of  $10,000  to  be  set  aside  annually 
to  accumulate  into  a  depreciation  fund.  At  the  end  o£,  b^lj^  the 
second  year,  the  utility,  having  no  need  to  use  the  fund  for  re- 
placements, may  invest  the  same  in  additions  and  extensions.  If 
an  inventory  and  appraisal  of  the  property  are  made  at  the  epd 
of  the  second  year,  a  property  costing  at  least  $520,000  to  repro- 
duce will  be  found.  Unless  careful  investigation  is  made  into 
the  question  of  accrued  depreciation,  the  utility  may  be  allowed . 
a  return  upon  $520,000,  although  $20,000  of  this  sum  was  paid 
and  donated  by  the  consumers  in  past  rates  of  charge*  The  con- 
sumers were  not  assessed  higher  rates  than  would  otherwise  be 
in  effect  merely  for  the  purpose  of  adding  to  the  utility's  property 
and  capital  account;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  consumears,  in 
the  rates  collected,  paid  a  definite  sum  for  the  purpose  of  evh 
abling  the  utility  to  keep  intact  its  original  investment  of  $600,- 
GOO. 

As  to  the  contention  that,  as  long  as  a  utility  plant  is  qapable  of 
being  operated  fairly  efficiently  and  is  capable  of  giving  satis^ 
factory  service^  it. possesses  100  per  cent  of  its  value  for-.rat&*  ; 
making  purposes,  the  argument  is  suliQect  to  the  same  inherent  . 
weakness  which  has  been  shown  hereinabove  to  attach  itself  to 
the  argument  advanced  in  justificatiop  of  conjectural  theories 
of  the  cost  of  reproduction.    Such  contenders  are  conistantly  con- 
fusing various  elements  of  value  with  the  element  of  ultimate  fact 
of  value.    It  is  one  thing  to  find  that  the  physical  condition  of  a 
utility  property  is  85  per  cent  of  its  condition  new,  and  it  is  an 
entirely,  another  matter  to  declare  that,  a  utility  shall  be  allowed^  . 
a  return  based  upon  the  full  100  per  cent  of  its  undepreciated  : 
cost  to  reproduce.     The  contenders  are  asking  the  rate*making 
bodies  to  close  their  eyes  when  viewing  the  actual  physical  con- 
dition of  utility  property,  and  to  declare  solemnly,  for  instance, 
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that  an  engine  which  has  lived  half  of  its  useful  life  is  worth 
as  much  as  a  brand  new  and  modem  engine,  or  that  an  old  and 
obsolete  building,  which  must  soon  be  replaced,  is  worth  ttie  cost 
of  a  new  one.  Depreciation  means  to-day  just  what  it  always  has 
been  understood  to  mean, — accrued  impairment,  both  physical 
and  functionaL 

In  this  connection,  the  remarks  of  Milo  R.  Maltbie  before  the 
conference  on  valuation,  held  in  Philadelphia  during  November, 
1916,  under  the  auspices  of  the  Utilities  Bureau,  are  enlighten- 
ing, to  wit: 

".  .  .  There  are  those,  however,  who  contend  that  public 
utilities  have  a  peculiar  characteristic  which  distinguishes  them 
from  other  property  in  that  they  do  not  depreciate.  These  per- 
sons often  contend,  further,  that  while  there  is  no  accrued  de- 
preciation, annual  allowances  should  be  made  in  addition  to 
maintenance  and  repairs  for  ultimate  replacements. 

".  .  .  Litigants  may  occupy  inconsistent  positions,  but 
courts  and  commissions  must  recognize  that  the  decision  made 
regarding  accrued  depreciation  must  be  consistent  with  that  re- 
lating to  annual  depreciation,  and  that,  if  there  is  a  constant 
diminution  in  value  from  year  to  year,  provisions  must  be  made 
out  of  earnings  to  offset  this  loss.  As  the  Supreme  Court  has 
said,  investors  are  not  required  to  see  their  property  decrease 
in  value  from  year  to  year  without  recompense,  but  are  entitled 
to  collect  from  the  public  an  amount  to  offset  such  diminution. 
It  follows  that,  if  it  is  finally  determined  that  property  does 
not  decrease  in  value,  there  is  no  necessity  for  a  fund,  no  need 
to  offset  a  loss  which  does  not  exist.  It  also  follows  that,  if 
there  is  a  decrease  of  10  per  cent  per  annum,  there  must  be  an 
allowance  in  operating  expenses  of  10  per  cent  per  annum. 

"The  public  has  at  times  been  reluctant  to  recognize  this  prin- 
ciple, and  partially  because  of  its  unfortunate  experiences.  Pub- 
lic authorities  have  permitted  companies  to  accumulate  large  re- 
serves in  order  to  safeguard  investors  and  to  guarantee  excellent 
and  constant  service  in  the  future.  The  public  has  considered 
that  these  funds  were  in  the  nature  of  trust  funds  to  be  held  for 
the  service  of  the  public,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of  investors  ex- 
cept 80  far  as  they  were  actually  needed  to  protect  the  integrity 
of  the  investment    In  some  instances,  usually  where  new  interests 
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have  secured  control  of  the  utilities,  an  attempt  has  been  made 
to  distribute  these  funds  to  stockholders,  or  in  other  words,  to 
cut  a  melon.  The  public,  seeing  these  funds  disappearing  and 
appreciating  that  when  they  have  once  been  distributed  in  divi- 
dends they  are  no  longer  available  for  public  use,  have  tried 
to  prevent  their  distribution ;  and  in  some  cases  they  have  been 
successful,  in  others  unsuccessful.  The  experience,  however,  has 
convinced  many  that,  if  reserve  funds  are  to  be  used  in  this  man- 
ner and  are  not  to  be  preserved,  the  interests  of  consumers  are  in 
jeopardy. 

**In  my  opinion,  this  situation  is  most  unfortunate.  Public 
utilities  cannot  be  kept  abreast  of  the  times  without  adequate 
and  proper  provision  for  depreciation.  Companies  ought  to  have 
fands  with  which  to  replace  property  not  only  when  it  wears 
out,  but  when  it  becomes  inadequate  and  obsolete ;  and  no  utility 
can  adequately  serve  the  public  unless  it  is  kept  abreast  of  the 
times,  and  new  inventions  and  methods  are  adopted /as  soon  as 
their  utility  has  been  demonstrated.  If  si  ni^ardly  policy  is 
adopted  regarding  depreciation,  the  development  of  utilities  will 
be  retarded  and  communities  will  suffer;  but  if  a  generous 
policy  is  adopted  and  if  corporations  treat  these  funds  as  trust 
funds,  the  utility  will  benefit  alid  the  community  will  benefit. 
Bnt  it  is  impossible  to  expect  the  public  to  be  generous  towards 
utilities,  and  have  their  generosities  or  liberalities  of  policy 
turned  against  them  at  a  later  date.  In  my  opinion,  that  utility 
which  opposes  proper  depreciation  funds,  or,  if  allowed  to  ac- 
cumulate them,  which  proceeds  to  use  them  for  other  purposes, 
has  not  only  broken  faith  with  the  public,  but  inrited  retaliatory 
methods  which  it  will  be  the  first  to  decry.  The  maintenance  of 
a  proper  depreciation  reserve  does  not  involve  the  hoarding  of 
cash  in  the  bank."  (Vol.  1,  No.  8,  The  Utilities  Magazine, 
pp.  220,  221.) 

Why,  then,  should  a  reasonable  and  consistent  consideration 
of  depreciation  be  insisted  upon?  The  answer  appears  to  be, 
"Sound  economic  and  business  policy  demands  it"  Disregard 
of  the  underlying  principles  of  depreciation  has  placed  many  a 
public  utility  (and  other  corporations)  in  the  hands  of  a  re- 
ceiver. Progressive  utilities  recognize  that  it  is  fundamental  to 
corporate  existence  to  set  aside  adequate  depreciation  reserves. 
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It  is  to  be  pointed  out  that^  in  general,  utilities  fare  much  better 
by  an  acceptance  of  some  consistent  theory  of  depreciation  than 
they  would  if  depreciation  is  to  be  rejected.  The  law  of  this 
state  authorizes  this  Commission  to  authorize  a  reasonable  de- 
preciation reserve  to  be  established  in  every  utility's  accounts. 
Section  14  of  "An  Act  to  Provide  for  the  Reguli^tion  of  Public 
Utilities"  reads  as  follows : 

"Depreciation  accounts.  §  14.  The  Commission  shall  have 
power,  after  hearing,  to  require  any  or  all  pubUe  utilities  to 
keep  such  accounts  as  will  adequately  reflect  depreciation,  obso- 
lescence, and  the  progress  of  the  arts.  The  Commission  may,  from 
time  to  time,  ascertain  and  determine  and  by  order  fix  a  proper 
and  adequate  rate  of  depreciation  of  the  several  classes  of  prop- 
erty for  each  public  utility ;  and  each  public  utility  shall  conform 
its  depreciation  accounts  to  the  rates  so  ascertained,  determined 
and  fixed." 

The  economic  necessity  for  a  public  utility  to  create  an  ade- 
quate depreciation  reserve,  together  with  the  legal  aspects  of 
the  same,  are  noted  by  Counsel  Jacob  H.  Goetz  of  the  l^ew  York 
Public  Service  Commission  (First  District),  in  a  paper  present- 
ed before  the  Conference  on  Valuation  (supra),. to  wit: 

"The  necessity  for  a  public  utility  to  provide  a  depreciation 
fund  or  account  is  generally  recognized.  It  finds  a  foundation 
in  efforts  to  equalize  profits  during  different  years,  so  as  to  avoid 
requiring  the  total  cost  of  improvements  to  appear  as  an  expense 
of  the  year  when  such  improvements  prove  unserviceable.  (Mon- 
tana, W.  &  S.  R.  Co.  V.  Morley  (1912)  198  Fed.  991,  1004.) 
The  necessity,  however,  grows  out  of  broader  considerations  than 
expediency.  It  is  due  to  the  primary  obligation  of  a  public 
utility  to  render  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates.  (Perkins 
V.  Northern  P.  R  Co.  (1907)  155  Fed.  445,  451.) 

"In  a  private  business,  where  the  owner  may  fix  his  own  prices 
for  the  use  of  his  property,  his  own  interest  may  compel  him  to 
keep  the  property  he  hires  to  others  up  to  a  standard  that  will  in- 
duce them  to  use  it,  but  no  one  can  directly  compel  him  to  do  so. 
What  interest  may  force  the  private  owner  to  do  in  respect  of  his 
own  property,  the  law  compels  public  authority  to  do  when  tlie 
latter  undertakes  to  fix  rates  to  be  charged  by  public  utilities  cor- 
porations. Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co»  v.  Louisville  (1911) 
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187  Fed.  637,  655,  656/*     (Vol.  1,  No.  3,  The  Utilities  Maga- 
cne,  106.) 

In  view  of  all  facts  in  this  case,  the  Commission  finds  that 
it  is  but  reasonable,  proper,  and  equitable  to  make  deductions 
from  cost  new  to  cover  accrued  depreciation,  both  physical  and 
functional,  and  that  it  is  proper  to  treat  depreciation  consistently 
in  all  its  features.  Nothing  in  the  record,  and  no  theoretical 
consideration  presented  in  this  matter,  are  of  sufficient  weight 
to  cause  the  Commission  to  depart  from  this  reasonable  and 
thoroughly  consistent  treatment  of  depreciation,  which  not  only 
possesses  judicial  sanction,  but  also  is  sound  in  both  economic 
theory  and  business  policy. 

Oaing  Value. 

[21]  In  addition  to  the  value  of  the  physical  property  used 
in  and  useful  for  gas-manufacturing  purposes,  the  respondent 
has  contended  that,  in  fixing  rates  for  gas  service  in  Springfield, 
an  additional  value  should  be  considered.  The  element  of  value, 
for  which  strong  contention  has  been  made,  is  the  customary  claim 
of  added  value  of  the  gas  property  as  a  going  concern,  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  utility  is  engaged  actively  in  business  in  Spring- 
field, that  it  has  connected  to  its  mains  consumers  who  are  pur- 
chasing its  gas  service,  that  it  possesses  an  organization  devel- 
oped for  efficiently  conducting  its  gas  business,  a  that  it  is  a 
living  entity  instead  of  a  mere  collection  of  physical  assets. 
Counsel  for  respondent  proposes  some  one  of  the  following  "rules 
of  thumb"  as  measures  of  "going  vahie.'^ 

"1.  Twenty-five  per  cent  (25  per  cent)  of  the  value  of  the 
physical  property. 

"2.  Thirty  dollars  ($30)  for  each  gas  consumer  in  Springfield. 

"3.  Five  dollars  ($5)  for  each  inhabitant  of  Springfield." 

Counsel  admits,  however,  that  such  "rules  of  thumb"  are  in- 
definite. It  is  difficult,  indeed,  to  see  a  direct  relation  between 
counsers  measures  and  a  definite  "going  value."  The  use  of  these 
"rules  of  thumb"  presupposes  that  "going  value"  must  exist.  For 
instance,  it  may  be  assumed  for  the  moment  that  a  "going  value" 
is  to  be  measured  at  the  rate  of  $5  per  person  in  a  city's  popula- 
tion. The  gas  business  to  be  derived  from  the  populace  is  quite 
dependent  upon  the  eiforts  made  by  the  management  of  the  gas 
utility  to  obtain  new  business,  and  often  this  is  influenced,  either 
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directly  or  indirectly^  by  a  lack  of  real  competition  with  a  local 
electric  utility.  It  is  generally  conceded  among  gas  men  that 
the  gas  industry,  at  the  present  time,  is  suffering  in  development 
because  both  the  gas  and  the  electric  utilities,  in  a  given  city,  are 
often  owned  by  the  same  interests.  To  the  stockholders,  it  seems 
that  electricity  is  the  more  profitable.  In  a  city  where  the  gas 
saturation  is  low,  a  measure  of  "going  value,"  based  on  total  pop- 
ulation, leads  to  obviously  unmeritorioua  reward  of  a  utility's 
lack  of  aggressiveness  in  the  securing  additional  consumers. 
This  Commission  holds  that  "going  value,"  in  its  commonly 
accepted  meanings,  either  may  or  may  not  exist  in  a  given  utility 
property,  and  its  determination  in  any  event  rests  with  the  facts 
governing  a  particular  case — not  upon  "rules  of  thumb." 

[22-24]  In  an  endeavor  to  establish  intangible  elements  of 
value,  "going  value"  has  been  defined  in  various  ways  by  different 
authorities — other  than  the  court  of  highest  standing.  Of  this 
array  of  definitions,  four  constructions  placed  on  the  term  "go- 
ing value"  have  been  recognized  more  or  less  authoritatively, 
(a)  "Going  value"  may  be  interpreted  to  mean  the  mere  attri- 
bute of  a  utility,  in  normal  action — operating,  engaged  in  busi- 
ness, and  organized,  (b)  "Going  value"  may  be  the  difference 
between  the  exchange  value  of  a  utility  (were  it  possible 
to  sell  or  to  purchase  the  same  in  the  open  market)  and 
the  present  appraised  value  of  its  physical  property,  (c) 
"Going  value"  has  been  used  synonymously  with  "good  will," 
i.  e.,  the  probable  continual  resorting  of  customers  to  the 
old  stand,  (d)  "Going  value"  has  been  defined  to  mean 
the  net  unrecompensed  deficits  sustained  by  a  utility  when 
operating  at  a  loss  during  the  very  early  years  of  its  existence. 
This  Commission,  under  the  law,  should  determine  which  of 
these  many  phases  of  "going  value,"  in  a  particular  case,  repre- 
sents property  which  is  used  and  useful  to  the  public  in  the  ren- 
dering of  utility  service,  which  possesses  value  for  rate-making 
purposes,  and  which  is  the  result  of  capital  expenditure  (or  de- 
nial of  reasonable  earnings)  on  the  part  of  the  utility.  Viewed 
in  this  light,  "going  value"  ceases  to  be  indefinite  and  formi- 
dable; but  instead  reduces  itself  to  a  remarkable  degree  of  con- 
creteness.     However  conscientiously  a  scientific  solution  of  the 

intangible  elements  may  be  striven  for,  it  is  quite  apparent  that, 
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at  ihe  present  stage  of  progress  ia  economic  tlteory  applied  to 
rate  makings  an  expression  of  ^^going  value"  is  to  be  arrived  at, 
not  by  utilizing  mathematical  formulas,  but  by  considering  ju- 
dicially all  relevant  and  pertinent  facts  established  in  any  case 
under  consideration. 

As  for  "going  value,"  heretofore  designated  as  (a)  (the  or- 
ganization of  a  utility  business),  it  is  often  claimed  that  this  is 
to  be  measured  by  the  amount  expended  by  a  utility  in  accounts 
known  as  "new  business,"  "free  demonstrations,"  "commercial 
expense,"  etc.  The  advocates  of  this  theory  usually  fail  to  dis- 
tinguish between  whether  or  not  such  items  of  expense  have  been 
met  in  the  operating  accoimts,  which  during  past  years  have 
been  borne  by  the  consumers.  If  the  former  consumers  have 
reimbursed  the  utility  fully  for  this  type  of  expenditures,  then 
it  is  obviously  improper  to  capitalize  a  duplicate  charge  against 
the  future  generation.  If  the  past  revenues  of  the  utility  have 
been  insufficient  to  meet  fully  all  expenditures  for  "new  busi- 
ness," "demonstrating,"  etc.,  the  deficit  unavoidably  must  appear 
in  any  proper  compilation  to  determine  "going  value/'  by  the 
deficit  and  surplus  method  (d).  "Qoing  value"  (a),  if  loosely 
considered,  is  subject  to  confusion  with  "going  value"  (c) — 
''good  wilL"  The  dividing  line  between  the  two  is  by  no  means 
definite.  As  for  "going  value"  (b)-^--exohange  differential — it 
may  be  stated  that  this  has  no  place  in  a  rate  determination.  A 
cnrsor J  examination  is  suffici^xt  to  demenstirate  that  a  capitaliza- 
tion of  an  exchange  differential  is  merdy  to  work  aroimd  a  circle, 
wherever  the  question  involved  consists  of  the  determination  of 
rates  charged  for  utility  service.  Bates  produce  earnings,  and,  if 
an  excess  of  net  earnings  over  a  fair  return  upon  a  fair  value  of 
the  property  is  capitalized  as  "going  value,"  the  rates  obviously 
w^ill  remain  unchanged.  Begulatory  commissions,  in  general, 
have  denied  in  rate  cases  any  claim  for  "going  value"  based  upon 
the  capitalization  of  an  exchange  differential,  (of.  Fuhrmann 
V.  Cataract  Power  &  Conduit  Co.  3  P.  S.  C.  R  (2d  Dist.  K  Y.) 
656,  692.)  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the 
Minnesota  Bate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  17.  S.  352,  57 
L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  83  Sup.  Ct.  Eop.  729, 
squarely  recognized  this  view  when  it  criticized  an  apportion- 

P.tJJl.l916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


360  ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

ment  of  valnes  between  interstate  and  intrastate  traffic,  based 
upon  revenues  derived  from  rates  in  question. 

"The  apportionment  of  the  value  of  the  property,  as  found,  be- 
tween the  interstate  and  intrastate  business,  was  made  upon  the 
basis  of  the  gross  revenue  derived  from  each.  This  is  a  simple 
method,  easily  applied,  and  for  that  reason  has  been  repeatedly 
used.  It  has  not,  however,  been  approved  by  this  court,  and  its 
correctness  is  now  challenged.  Doubtless,  there  may  be  cases 
where  the  facts  would  show  confiscation  so  convincingly  in  any 
event,  after  full  allowance  for  possible  errors  in  computation,  as 
to  make  negligible  questions  arising  from  the  use  of  particular 
methods.     But  this  case  is  not  of  that  character. 

".  .  .  If,  for  example,  the  intrastate  rates  were  so  far  re- 
duced as  to  leave  no  net  profits,  and  the  only  profitable  business 
was  the  interstate  business,  it  certainly  could  not  be  said  that  the 
value  of  the  use  was  measured  by  the  gross  revenue.    .    •    . 

"If  the  property  is  to  be  divided  according  to  the  value  of  the 
use,  it  is  plain  that  the  gross-earnings  method  is  not  an  accurate 
measure  of  that  value."     (230  U.  S.  468,  459.) 

"The  value  of  the  use,  as  measured  by  return,  cannot,  be  made 
the  criterion  when  the  return  itself  is  in  question.  If  the  re- 
turn, as  formerly  allowed,  be  taken  as  the  basis,  then  the  validity 
of  the  state's  reduction  would  have  to  be  tested  by  the  very  rates 
which  the  state  denounced  as  exorbitant.  And,  if  the  return  as 
permitted  under  the  new  rates  be  taken,  then  the  state's  action 
itseK  reduces  the  amount  of  value  upon  which  the  fairness  6f 
the  return  is  to  be  computed.    .    •    . 

"It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  method  here  adopted  is  not  of 
a  character  to  justify  the  court  in  basing  upon  it  a  finding  that 
the  rates  are  confiscatory."    (230  TJ.  S.  461.) 

As  to  "going  value"  (c) — "good  will" — ^the  courts  have  estab- 
lished, beyond  shadow  of  doubt,  how  the  claim  is  to  be  regarded. 
This  Commission  is  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  principles  re- 
lating to  "good  will"  as  laid  down  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  in  four  leading  cases.  Confer  Willcox  v.  Consoli- 
dated Gas  Co.  (212  U.  S.  19,  53  L.  ed.  382,  48  L.RA.(N.S.) 
1134,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  192,  15  Ann.  Cas.  1034;  Omaha  v. 
Omaha  Water  Co.  218  U.  S.  202,  54  L.  ed.  991,  48  L.RA.(KS.) 
1084,  30  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  615 ;  and  Cedar  Rapids  Gaali^t  Co.  v. 
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Cedar  Eapids,  228  TT.  S.  655,  56  L.  ed,  694,  32  Sup.  Ot.  Tlep. 
S89.  As  to  excluding  "good  will,"  Mr.  Justice  Day  remarks  in 
the  Des  Moines  Gas  Case:  "The  element  of  *good  wil?  as  ap- 
plied to  the  ordinary  inerchant  or  manufacturer  dealing  with  the 
public  generally  is  not  considered  in  estimating  the  'going  value* 
of  complainant's  plant  It  cannot  be  considered  in  a  public 
utility  like  the  one  in  question  in  this  case,  because  the  com* 
plainant  has  a  monopoly  of  the  business  in  whidi  it  is  engaged 
in  the  eil^  of  Des  Moines,  and  those  who  desire  to  use  its  products 
must  buy  it."  (238  U.  S.  168,  59  L.  ed.  1244,  P.U.R.1915D, 
577,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  811.) 

And  further:  "That  ^good  will'  in  the  sense  in  which  that 
term  is  generally  used  as  indicating  that  element  of  value  which 
inheres  in  the  fixed  and  favorable  consideration  of  customers, 
arising  from  an  established  and  well-known  and  well-conducted 
business,  has  no  place  in  the  fixing  of  valuation  for  the  purpose 
of  rate  making  of  public  service  corporations  of  this  character, 
was  established  in  Willcox  v.  Consolidated  Gas  Co."  (238  U. 
S.  164.) 

This  exclusion  of  "good  will"  by  the  highest  of  tribunals  has 
diminated  the  use  of  that  term  in  rate  making  for  monopolistic 
public  utilities;  but  its  equivalent,  however,  is  ever  present. 
Utilities,  moreover,  owing  no  doubt  to  a  confusion  of  terms,  dis- 
play a  tendency  to  make  claim  for  a  capitalization  of  consumers 
connected  to  gas  mains  for  a  capitalization  of  the  population 
served,  for  an  intangible  valuation  of  a  business  organization 
occupied  in  producing  and  disposing  of  gas,  and  for  other  ele- 
ments of  exchange  value — all  in  lieu  of  a  now  obsolete  appli- 
cation of  the  "good  will"  element  to  monopolistic  public-utility 
properties.  Utilities  are  apt,  moreover,  to  confuse  this  "good 
will"  point  of  view  of  "going  value"  to  mean  the  attributes  of 
model  operation  and  management,  and  to  claim  value  in  the 
capital  accounts  of  features  which,  as  far  as  charges  to  consumers 
are  concerned,  should  be  considered  with  more  logical  propriety 
iu  the  rate  of  return.  It  is  axiomatic,  that  a  low  rate  of  return 
upon  a  high  valuation  of  a  physical  property  plus  a  large  intan- 
gible element  is  equivalent  to  a  much  higher  rate  of  return  upon 
a  reasonable  valuation  of  the  actual  tangible  -propertj.  In  this 
connection  also,  claim  is  often  made  for  exceptionally  competent 
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supervision.  It  is  contended  that  exceptionally  competent  super- 
vision of  utility  operation  produces  correspondingly  excellent 
financial  showing,  and,  conversely,  that  incompetent  executives 
and  management  produce  correspondingly  poor  and  destructive 
results.  That  consumers  should  be  asked  to  guarantee  compe- 
tent supervision  is  indefensible ;  they  have  the  right  to  be  served 
with  competency.  Executives  and  managemait  are  paid  cur* 
rently  from  operating  expenses,  and  it  is  to  be  expected  that  the 
service  was  paid  for  in  relative  proportion  tp  its  competency. 
Excellent  supervision,  like  incompetent  supervision,  cannot  be 
regarded  as  an  element  of  capital  value.  The  consumers'  duty 
ceases  upon  payment  of  fair  rates  of  charge  for  utility  service, 
and  it  then  becomes  the  obligation  of  the  utility  to  see  that  ita 
business  is  conducted  in  a  reasonably  competent  manner.  Proper 
reward  for  competent  management  is  to  be  secured  in  a  maimer 
treated  elsewhere  herein. 

As  for  "going  value"  (d) — accrued  deficits  (or  surpluses)  in 
early  utility  operations — ^the  question  has  been,  discussed  at 
length  by  courts  and  commissions  alike.  It  seems  that  the  Wis- 
consin Eailroad  Commission  (one  of  the  earliest  of  the  state  reg- 
ulatory boards)  developed  an  apparently  scientific  method  of  com- 
puting past  deficits  and  surpluses  and  established  therefrom  a 
precedent  (by  no  means  generally  concurred  in)  of  capitalizing 
the  total  deficits,  if  such  is  found  to  exist.  Cases  are  not  to  be 
found  where  the  reverse  treatment  has  been  pursued,  t.  e.,  the 
reduction  of  capitalization  when  past  surpluses  are  found  to 
exceed  the  past  deficits.  A  common  criticism  of  the  so-called 
^^isconsin  method"  is  that  it  unavoidably  rewards  past  in- 
efficiencies of  management  and  design.  The  greater  the  past 
errors  of  a  utility,  the  greater  will  be  its  computed  "going  value." 
A  ludicrous  blunder,  from  an  engineering  point  of  view>  may  be 
productive  of  an  unreasonably  large  "going  value"  by  adhering 
strictly  to  the  said  method.  Under  the  Wisconsin  method,  "go- 
ing value"  is  to  be  determined  only  on  a  basis  of  offsetting  annu- 
ally against  actual  gross  earnings  all  bona. fide  operating  expensea, 
including  repairs,  maintenance,  taxes,  a  reasonable  annual  de- 
preciation charge,  and  a  fair  return  on  the  investment,  during 
all  the  years  since  the  inception  of  the  utility.  During  the  early 
years  in  the  development  of  a  utility,  operating  expenses  may  ex- 
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oeed  the  income  or  may  be  insufficient  to  provide  for  a  reason- 
able return  and  depreciation,  thereby  creating  annual  deficits, 
which,  it  is  advocated,  represent  as  proper  capitalized  costs  as  do 
engineering  expenses,  legal  fees,  and  labor  wages  during  construc- 
tion. Usually,  in  the  later  years  of  development  of  the  utility, 
unless  the  project  is  very  poorly  conceived  or  badly  managed, 
the  gross  annual  income  will  exceed  total  annual  operating  ex- 
penses by  a  sufficient  amount  to  create  an  annual  surplus  over 
and  above  a  sum  which  is  essential  to  provide  a  reasonable  re- 
turn on  a  fair  value  of  the  property  plus  a  proper  allowance  for 
depreciation.  It  is  advocated  further  that,  upon  the  date  of  the 
valuation,  should  the  total  of  the  annual  deficits  since  the  start 
of  the  business  exceed  the  total  of  the  annual  surpluses  during 
the  same  period  of  time,  a  so^alled  "going  value"  may  properly 
be  capitalized,  provided  an  undue  period  has  not  been  required 
to  develop  the  business  to  a  paying  basis.  Advocates  of  the  Wis- 
consin method  seem  to  rely  largely  upon  an  opinion  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Miller,  rendered  in  the  court  of  appeals  of  the  state  of  New 
York,  to  wit:  "I  define  'going  vahie'  for  rate  purposes,  as  in- 
volved in  this  case,  to  be  the  amount  equal  to  the  deficiency  of  net 
earnings  below  a  fair  return  on  the  actual  investment  due  solely 
to  the  time  and  expenditures  reasonably  necessary  and  proper 
to  the  development  of  the  business  and  property  to  its  preeent 
stage,  and  not  comprised  in  the  valuation  of  the  physical  prop* 
erty."  People  ex  rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  v.  Willcox, 
210  N.  Y.  479,  51  L.K.A.(KS.)  1,  104  N.  E.  914. 

Several  modifications  of  the  so-called  "Wisconsin  method" 
have  been  suggested  to  this  Commission  in  rate-making  and  se- 
curity-issue cases,  and,  in  applying  the  method,  many  of  the 
experts  are  prone  to  err  in  an  improper  disposition  of  estimated 
depreciation.  Few  appraisers,  in  computing  a  "going  value," 
will  give  the  same  consideration  to  depreciation  in  the  capital 
account  that  the  identical  subject  receives  in  the  annual  operat- 
ing expenses.  When  depreciation  is  consistently  treated  at  every 
point,  many  a  fanciful  "going-value"  table  is  changed  from  a  net 
deficit  to  a  net  surplus.  In  an  application  of  the  theory  of ' 
depreciation  to  a  going-value  table,  the  treatment  should  be 
consistent  throughout.  Under  the  Wisconsin  method,  two  courses 
to  pursue  in  the  treatment  of  depreciation  in  its  relation  to  go- 
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ing  value  are  open, — (1)  For  each  annual  charge  to  cover  depre- 
ciation, the  capital  account  should  be  reduced  by  the  identical 
amount  charged  against  depreciation,  taking  into  consideration^ 
of  course,  that  plant  ext^isions  and  betterments  should  be  added 
progressively  to  the  capital  account.  (2)  If  the  computer  is  in- 
sistent that  the  original  capital  charge  must  be  preserved,  the 
going-value  table  should  be  made  sufficiently  comprehensive  to 
include  the  depreciation  fund  •  which  is  being  accumulated 
through  the  medium  of  annual  charges,  and  this  depreciation 
fund  must  be  credited  with  its  earnings. 

Closely  allied  with  the  deficit  and  surplus  method  of  comput- 
ing "going  value"  is  one  commonly  designated  as  the  reproduc- 
tion of  a  predetermined  income  method  (or  by  some  equivalent 
cognomen).  The  method  is  purely  hypothetical  and  conjectural, 
is  predicated  upon  the  assumption  that  "going  value"  absolutely 
exists  in  a  given  utility  property,  is  subject  to  many  varying 
assumptions,  and  is  susceptible  to  any  solution  which  the  com- 
puter may  desire  to  attain.  By  a  change  in  basic  assumptions, 
the  reproduction  method  is  capable  of  being  converted  into  the 
deficit  and  surplus  ^method.  Tersely  stated,  the  reproduction 
method  of  deriving  a  "going  value"  is  to  conceive  that  a  new 
utility,  the  exact  counterpart  of  an  existing  utility,  is  started  on- 
ward in  its  operating  career  upon  the  date  of  the  valuation.  The 
process  contemplates  that,  from  some  unknown  cause,  the  exist- 
ing plant  is  completely  obliterated, — ^nonexistent,  as  it  were.  It 
then  becomes  necessary  to  imagine,  if  one  can,  that  the  environ- 
ments for  utility  service  exist  practically  as  before.  The  method, 
furthermore,  assumes  that,  at  some  near-future  date,  the  earlier 
deficits  will  be  overtaken  by  surpluses — the  reverse  of  which 
seems  to  be  true  in  many  an  expert's  computation  of  the  deficit 
and  surplus  theory.  Once  the  imagination  is  fully  at  play 
upon  this  reproduction  method  of  seeking  "going  value,"  it  is  then 
conjectured,  "How  much  will  it  cost  this  new  creation  to  re- 
produce and  develop  the  existing  utility's  business?"  The  an- 
swers are  as  numerous  as  the  individual  opinions  of  the  many 
expert  appraisers.  The  method  possesses  no  foundation  what- 
soever in  fact.  Eegulatory  c(»nmi8sions,  as  a  general  rule,  have 
repudiated  the  method,  just  as  the  courts  have  repudiated  undis- 
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turbed  paving  as  an  element  of  value  in  the  reproduction  theory 
of  valuing  public-utility  property. 

The  New  York  Public  Service  OommiBsion  (First  District), 
m  one  of  its  early  rate  cases,  took  the  following  view  of  the  re- 
production method  of  endeavoring  to  ascertain  'Agoing  value."  In 
the  case  of  Mayhew  v.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co«  the  Commis- 
fiion  stated,  to  wit: 

'*Mr.  Baehr,  the  other  witness  for  the  company  upon  this 
point,  in  his  estimate  of  going  value  included  a  valuation  of  part 
of   the  profits  of  the  street-lighting  contract,  and  claims  the 
proper  amount  to  be  $781,916,     He  defined  Agoing  value'  or 
'going'^sonoem  value'  as  ^the  enhancement  in  the  value  of  the 
physical  property  of  any  concern,  due  to  the  business  that  con- 
cern has  and  is  doing.'    While  calling  it  also  the  *cost  of  develop- 
ing the  business,'  he  did  not  base  his  estimate  on  any  cost  or 
expenditures  that  have  actually  been  made  by  the  existing  com- 
pany.    It  is  rather  an  estimate  or  capitalization  of  the  profits 
that  an  existing  concern  enjoys  or  would  enjoy  in  excess  of  the 
profits  that  might  accrue  to  an  investor  who  set  out  to  build  a 
duplicate  plant  and  to  develop  for  it  a  business  that  would  over* 
take  in  volume  the  business  that  the  existing  plant  may  be  pre* 
sumed  to  have  attained  at  some  future  date.    An  elaborate  cal- 
culation is  involved  resting  on  various  assumptions  and  hy* 
potheses.    An  estimate  was  made  of  the  length  of  time  it  would 
take  to  construct  a  plant  similar  to  the  existing  plant,  and  of 
the  number  of  years  it  would  t^e  to  develop  the  business  until 
it  would  be  the  exact  equivalent  of  the  old  plant.    The  new/  in- 
vestor was  assumed  to  have  on  hand  from  the  outset  a  sum  equal 
to  the  valuation  of  the  existing  plant,  including  its  going  value. 
The  capital  which  such  investor  could  not  use  is  supposed  to  earn 
interest  at  a  low  rate,  while  interest  during  construction  is 
charged  to  capital  at  a  high  rate.    Indeed,  the  whole  structure 
does  not  rest  upon  a  foundation  of  recorded  facts,  but  upon  un- 
certain hypotheses  as  to  supposititious  future.     Naturally,  the 
results  will  vary  according  to  the  hypotheses.    If  the  assumptions 
were  changed,  quite  different  results  would  follow. 

''Mr.  Baehr  makes  important  use  of  two  factors — rates  now 
charged  and  earnings — and  the  amount  computed  as  'going  valued 
is  determined  very  largely  by  theUL    But  the  fundamental  pur- 
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pose  of  the  present  case  is  to  detennine  what  the  rates  should 
be,  and  obviously  earnings  are  determined  by  the  rates  charged. 
Hence  the  process  is  reasoning  in  a  circle.  If  present  earnings  are 
capitalized,  and  if  the  fair  rates  must  yield  a  fair  return  upon 
such  capitalized  value,  it  is  apparent  that  the  fair  rates  found 
by  such  a  process  will  not  be  lower  than  the  present  rates.  Lower 
rates  would  not  yield  sufficient  earnings  to  pay  a  fair  return 
upon  the  capitalized  value  of  such  earnings.  The  value  of  a  Ago- 
ing business'  in  current  use  of  the  term  is  determined  by  the  ex- 
pected net  income,  regardless  of  cost  of  property,  capitalization 
of  company,  etc.  But  such  a  method  canHot  logically  be  used 
to  determine  what  that  net  income  should  be.  This  is  one  im- 
portant reason  why  acquisition  proceedings  through  purchase  or 
condemnation  have  been  differentiated  from  rate  cases.  See 
Omaha  v.  Omaha  Water  Co.  218  U.  S.  203,  54  L.  ed.  1001,  48 
L.R.A.(N".S.)  1084,  30  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  615,  and  cases  cited  there- 
in."   2  P.  S.  0.  R.  (1st  Dist.  N.  Y.)  693,  694. 

It  is  noteworthy  that  the  aforesaid  Commission  attached  no 
extended  weight  to  the  hypothetical  theories  advocated  by  an  ex- 
pert witness  who  testified  in  the  case  cited.  The  courts  have  not 
spoken  directly  upon  the  reproduction  method  of  estimating  hy- 
pothetical "going  value."  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  however,  has  ccmdenmed  the  same  type  of  conjectures^  in 
a  very  analogous  situation.  In  the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simp- 
son V.  Shepard)  280  U.  S.  352,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.RA.(KS.) 
1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  729,  it  was  purposed  to  value  railroad 
right  of  way  as  if  the  railroad  itself  was  obliterated  and  de- 
stroyed, but  with  all  environments  and  influence  of  the  railroad 
present.  Mr.  Justice  Hughes,  in  his  opinion,  usee  unmistakable 
language,  to  wit :  ^^Moreover,  it  is  manifest  that  an  attempt  to 
estimate  what  would  be  the  actual  cost  of  acquiring  the  right  of 
way  if  the  railroad  were  not  there  is  to  indulge'  in  mere  specula- 
tion. The  railroad  has  long  been  established;  .  .  .  The 
assumption  of  its  nonexistence,  and  at  the  same  time  that  the 
values  that  rest  upon  it  remain  unchanged,  is  impossible  and  can- 
not be  entertained.  The  conditions  of  ownership  of  the  property 
and  the  amounts  which  would  have  to  be  paid  in  acquiring  the 
right  of  way,  supposing  the  railroad  to  be  removed,  are  wholly 
beyond  reach  of  any  process  of  rational  determination.    The  cost 
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of  reproduction  method  is  of  service  in  ascertaining  the  present 
ralue  of  the  plant,  when  it  is  reasonably  applied  and  when  the 
cost  of  reproducing  the  property  may  be  ascertained  with  a  prop- 
er d^ree  of  certainty.  But  it  does  not  justify  the  acceptance  of 
results  which  depend  upon  mere  conjecture."  (230  U.  S.  452.) 
And  ''the  allowances  made  below  for  conjectural  cost  of  acqui- 
sition and  consequential  damages  must  be  disapproved;  and,  in 
this  view,  we  also  think  it  was  error  to  add  to  the  amount  taken 
as  the  present  value  of  the  lands  the  further  sums,  calculated  on 
that  value,  which  were  embraced  in  the  items  of  'engineering, 
superintendence,  legal  expenses,'  'contingencies,'  and  'interest 
during  construction/  "    (230  TJ.  S.  465.) 

Generally  speaking,  the  reproduction  method  of  computing 
''going  values''  at  best  is  little  better  than  guesswork,  and  as  such 
is  devoid  of  any  substantial  merit. 

In  the  case  at  bar,  the  witnesses  Bemis,  Crowell,  Kewton,'  and 
Little  testified  respecting  "going  value."  Bemis,  in  an  applica- 
tion of  a  modified  Wisconsin  method,  stated  that  his  investiga- 
tion of  the  respondent's  accounts  disclosed  no  past  deficits  which 
would  warrant  any  "going  value"  whatsoever.  Crowell  stated 
that  "going  value"  should  be  added,  and  offered  merely  the 
opinion  that  $250,000  is  its  value  (12  Record,  4327).  Newton 
presented  divers  tables,  based  upon  sundry  hypotheses,  to  show 
the  existence  of  the  element,  "going  value."  Little  submitted  a 
computation  of  going  value,  based  upon  the  past  deficit  and  sur- 
plus method,  as  explained  by  Newton,  and  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  the  respondent's  past  operations  reflected  surpluses^ 
instead  of  the  deficits  which  would  indicate  the  possible  pres- 
ence of  a  going  value.  The  respondent  apparently  relies  upon 
Newton's  three  theories  and  various  exhibits  in  support  of  a 
claim  of  $250,000  to  cover  going  value^  and^  in  explanation  there- 
of, coimsel  states,  to  wit : 

".  .  •  The  results  of  these  calculations  (Newton's)  show  a 
total  value  of  respondents'  property  as  follows : 

Upon  a    7  per  cent  retom $1,037,14^ 

Upon  an  S  per  cent  return  1,1^0,794 

Upon  a    9  per  cent  return  1,205,699 

Upon  a  10  per  cent  return  « 1/443»3S6 

''He  also  submitted  tables  showing  the  cost  of  acquiring  the 
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business^  whidi  the  respondent  has  taken  on  since  the  present 
management  came  into  the  control  of  the  property.  These  tables 
set  up  the  expenditures  of  the  respondent  made  for  the  purpose 
of  acquiring  business,  for  which  nothing  appears  in  the  inventory 
or  appraisal.  These  expenditures  were  divided  by  the  increase 
in  miles  of  mains,  the  number  of  consumers,  the  increased  annual 
sale  of  gas,  and  the  increased  annual  revenue  during  the  period 
for  which  they  were  made.  In  this  manner  the  unit  costs  were 
established.  Applying  these  unit  costs  to  tiie  years  1904  to  1913, 
the  value  of  the  attached  business  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of 
added  consumers  is  $186,535 ;  upon  the  basis  of  cubic  feet  of 
gas  sold  in  1913,  the  value  is  $190,611 ;  upon  the  basis  of  annual 
income  from  gas  sold  in  1913,  the  value  is  $^6,615;  on  the 
baais  of  added  miles  of  mains,  the  value  is  $220,051 ;  the  aver- 
age of  these  four  computations  is  $200,653. 

^njpon  the  reproduction  method,  the  cost  of  the  attached  busi- 
ness on  the  following  per  cents  and  values  is: 


FerOent 


796 

896 
896 

996 
996 


Valuatloo 

Coat  of  BoBlneM 

$    900,000 

S125.150 

1.100.000 

284.418 

1,800,000 

S42.536 

900.000 

174.921 

1.100.000 

296.788 

1.300.000 

421,463 

900.000 

226.248 

1.100.000 

368.892 

lS90ff}Q 

501.641 

(Respondent's  brief,  pp.  120,  121. )•* 

One  of  Newton's  methods  falls  in  the  classification  which  has 
been  designated  hereinabove  as  "going  value"  (a) — the  organi- 
zation of  a  utility's  business.  The  figures  tabulated  by  Newton 
as  representing  expenditures  made  by  respondent  in  the  past  to 
acquire  its  existing  business,  in  this  particular  case,  have  all 
been  J)aid  out  as  past  operating  costs.  The  consumers  of  Spring- 
field have  already  footed  these  costs.  No  reason  can  possibly 
exist  for  capitalizing  such  expenses,  which,  were  they  not  reim- 
bursed to  the  respondent,  would  automatically  appear  in  a  cor- 
rect computation  of  the  deficit-and-surplus  tables. 

Newton's  oflier  two  methods  fall  under  the  classification,  des* 
ignated  herein  as  "going  value''  (d)  with  its  reproduction  varia- 
tion.   As  to  the  latter — the  estimated  cost  of  producing  a  pre- 
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detamined  inoome — it  is  uimecessaxy  to  comment  in  farther 
detail  than  hereinbefore. 

Newton  filed  exhibits  whioh  purported  to  show  the  deficits  and 
surpluses,  both  prior  to  1908,  whffli  the  old  gas  utility  in  Spring* 
field  changed  hands,  and  also  since  1903.  In  the  ^^going  value" 
table  computed  to  reflect  deficits  prior  to  1908  (and  up  to  1913), 
Xewton  assumed  the  following: 

'Interest        — ^10  per  cent  from  1865  to  1873. 

—  8  per  cent  from  1874  to  1890. 

—  7  per  cent  from  1891  to  1913. 

Bepreciatioii —  3  per  cent  from  1865  to  1884. 

—  21  per  cent  from  1886  to  1913. 

^Rftte  of  return. 

Naturally  enough,  under  these  assumptions,  it  is  not  strange 
that  Newton's  computation  developed  into  an  absurdity — t.  e.,  a 
gas-plant  value  in  1903  amounting  to  $2,058,168,  and  in  1913 
amounting  to  $3,693,705.  In  such  a  table  as  Newton  prepared, 
it  is  to  be  remembered,  that  the  assumed  interest  rates  are  auto- 
matically compounded.  A  compounding  of  early  losses  at  10  per 
cent  per  aimum  would  place  a  new  interpretation  upon  the  term 


Newton's  deficit  and  surplus  tables  of  "going  value''  since 
1903  are  to  be  criticized  upon  several  scores.  Primarily  the  base 
of  $501,150  is  excessive.  This  figure  is  the  total  price  paid  for 
outstanding  stock  in  1903 ;  and,  as  pointed  out  hereinbefore,  a 
value  for  purposes  of  purchase  and  sale  has  no  place  as  a  valu- 
ation upon  which  to  base  rates  (cf.  Minnesota  Kate  Oases,  supra)* 
It  would  have  been  much  fairer  to  start  with  the  book  value  of 
the  plant  account  (approximately  $250,000  in  1903 — Maxwell), 
plus  a  reasonable  allowance  for  working  capital  and  for  ma- 
terials and  supplies.  Newton's  assumed  interest  rates,  in  gen- 
eral, are  high,  and,  in  the  higher  percenti^ges,  lead  to  a  con- 
tinually increasing  "going  value."  The  rate  of  depreciation 
(2^  per  cent),  assumed  throughout  by  Newton,  exceeds  by  at 
least  i  per  cent  the  rate  disclosed  by  the  evidence  in  this  caseu 
While  making  a  high  annual  allowance  to  cover  depreciation  as  an 
operating  expense,  Newton  made  no  effort  either  to  redux^  the 
capital  account  by  the  amount  of  depreciation  s^t  aside  each  year, 
or  to  credit  the  accruii^  depreciation  fund  with  its  earzangg; 
neither  did  he  appear  to  take  into  consideration  th^  few  retire- 
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mentfi  which  have  been  made  in  recent  years,  although  all  ad- 
ditions are  consistently  added  to  the  capital  aoconnt.  lETewton, 
moreoyer,  makes  no  differentiation  in  the  amoimts  of  working 
capital  and  of  materials  and  supplies,  which  vary  from  year  to 
year.  A  final  criticism  of  X ewton's  principal  tables  is  to  be  found 
in  the  fact  that  they  cover  only  a  part  of  the  respondent's  history 
— from  1903  to  1913.  A  proper  table  must  trace  back  the  finan- 
cial history  to  the  very  inception  of  the  utility.  Small  weight, 
therefore,  is  to  be  given  to  Newton's  computations. 

Counsel  for  the  respondent  dwells  at  length  upon  certain  dis- 
crepancies to  be  found  in  Little's  going-value  tabulation,  and 
says,  "To  which  (the  table)  he  (Little)  did  not  attach  much 
value,  because  the  computations  did  not  go  back  to  the  inception 
of  the  property."  Counsel,  however,  has  placed  an  erroneous 
connotation  upon  Little's  exhibit  of  going  value.  Little  sub- 
mitted a  table,  following  Newton's  outlined  method  as  closely 
as  possible  and  selecting  Newton's  period  of  time;  but  elabo- 
rated sufficiently  thereon  to  apply  reasonable  interest  rates  and  a 
nonexcessive  rate  of  depreciation.  Little  did  not  claim  for  his 
going-value  table  and  method  that  they  were  correct  and  model 
representations;  but  were  introduced  principally  to  point  out 
wherein  Newton's  tables  are  erroneous,  and  to  indicate  that,  in- 
stead of  a  net  deficit  in  past  operations,  there  actually  exists 
a  surplus. 

Among  utilities  which  have  become  involved  in  rate-making 
procedures,  there  has  existed  great  uncertainty  as  to  what  consti- 
tutes proper  and  complete  "going  value."  This  uncertainty  has 
been  reflected  in  long  discussions  by  regulatory  commissions. 
No  court  of  last  resort  has  yet  defined  clearly  and  fully  exactly 
what  shall  be  included  and  what  method  shall  be  pursued  in  ar- 
riving at  a  reasonable  and  proper  "going  value."  It  is  not  to 
be  expected  that  ideas  respecting  vague,  intangible  adherents  to 
property  will  become  crystallized,  nor  that  a  reasonable  una- 
nimity of  thought  will  prevail  for  many  years  to  come.  "Going 
value"  is  not  a  matter  of  formulas,  and  is  not  susceptible  to  scien- 
tific computations.  At  the  present  time,  allowances  made  in  the 
capital  account  for  "going  value'^  must  be  considered  more  or 
less  the  result  of  judgment, — a  judgment  in  which  the  presump- 
tion is  that  fair  rates  of  charge  are  to  be  established  by  the  regu- 

P.U.R.1916C 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


SPRINGFIELD  ▼.  SPRINGFIELD  GAS  &  E.  CO.  871 

latoTT  power  that  inteirenes  between  the  public,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  utility,  on  the  other  hand* 

As  typical  of  the  uncertainty  which  exists  among  commissions 
respecting  "going  value,"  the  California  Commission,  Re  Marin 
Municipal  Water  Dist.  recently  stated: 

"There  is  no  el^aent  in  public-utility  valuation  as  to  which 
there  is  greater  vagueness  and  confusion  than  this  so^alled  going- 
concern  value.  The  courts  recognize  that  some  value  ought  to  be 
added  to  a  going  concern  over  the  bare  bones  of  its  physical  struc- 
tures, but  they  do  not  seem  to  be  clear  as  to  how  much  should  be 
added  or  on  what  basis  the  amount  to  be  added  should  be  ascer- 
tained."    (P.U.R.1916C,  471.) 

But  'Tbare  bones^*  may  be  inferred  to  mean  the  scrap  or  junk 
value  which  a  mere  collection  of  physical  property  would  be 
"woirth,  were  not  the  concern  a  living  entity  justly  deserving  a 
present-day  value.  And  Mr.  Justice  Day  in  the  Des  Moines 
Oas  Case  also  has  said,  to  wit: 

^^While  there  is  a  difference  between  court  and  counsel  as  to 
iff-hat  the  master  meant  by  this,  we  think  it  is  apparent  that  he 
meant  to  say  that,  applying  the  rule  of  the  Cedar  Rapids  Case, 
he  had  already  valued  the  property  in  the  estimate  of  what  he 
called  its  physical  value,  upon  the  basis  of  a  plant  in  actual  and 
successful  operation ;  for  he  said  that  otherwise  its  value  would 
be  much  less/'  238  U.  S.  163,  69  L.  ed.  1244,  P.U.R.1915D, 
589,  36  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  811. 

An  older  judicial  point  of  view  was  expressed  by  the  Federal 
court  in  the  case  of  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Louis- 
ville, to  wit : 

'TLt  is  insisted  that  $50,000  should  have  been  included  in  th^ 
estimate  as  a  distinct  and  additional  enhancement  of  the  value 
of  the  plant,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  company  is  a.  going 
concern.  In  valuing  property  of  the  character  of  that  involved 
here,  it  would  indeed  be  looking  only  at  *its  bare  bones'  not  to 
take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  company  is  a  going  coo- 
cern.  That  fact,  however,  though  possibly  somewhat  uncon- 
sciously to  themselves,  must  necessarily,  we  think,  have  been 
taken  into  account  by  the  witnesses  who  testified  as  to  values. 
Property,  undergroimd  or  overhead,  thinly  strung  out  over  many 
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miles,  would  have  very  diminished  value  v^ere  it  not  in  actual 
use  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  installed."    (187  Fed*  637.) 

When  utility  property  is  appraised  by  an  expert  for  rate-mak- 
ing purpose,  there  is  little  doubt  but  that  the  same  is  valued  as 
a  living  and  going  concern.  Counsel  for  the  respondent  points 
with  emphasis  to  the  fact  that  certain  of  the  respondent's  ap- 
praisers distinctly  stated  that  they  had  not  included  any  computa- 
tion  of  going  value  in  their  valuations.  In  a  technical  sense, 
these  witnesses  meant  no  more  than  to  say  that  they  had  not  made 
distinct  and  separate  calculations  of  going  value  by  any  of  the 
aforesaid  methods.  Consciously  or  unconsciously  (to  apply  the 
court's  language  in  the  Cumberland  Case,  supra),  the  experts 
must  have  appraised  the  gas  property  in  Springfield  as  a  living 
entity.  Were  this  not  so,  then  the  only  value  that  could  be  at- 
tached to  the  property  would  be  the  scrap  or  junk  value  of  its 
component  parts, — ^a  very  small  fraction  of  the  value  to  be  at- 
tained by  regarding  the  miscellaneous  parts  as  joined  together 
in  one  homogeneous  system  and  operating  as  a  living  entity. 
The  distribution  system,  for  instance,  would  be  practically  a  total 
loss,  inasmuch  as  very  little  of  the  pipe  would  be  worth  tho 
digging  up  and  removal  to  a  new  location.  The  plant  equipment 
as  junk  is  to  be  valued  at  only  5  per  cent  of  its  original  cost. 
Buildings  seldom  have  little  salvage  value  more  than  sufficient 
to  pay  for  the  removal  from  a  site.  The  appraised  value  of  the 
many  detail  items  which  make  up  the  gas  plant,  individually  and 
collectively,  receives  from  an  appraiser  a  fair  present  value  which 
inherently  precludes  the  possibility  of  the  plant  being  anything 
but  a  going  concern. 

It  would  appear  that  claims  for  going  value  should  be  sup- 
ported by  proof  of  its  existence.  In  this  connection,  the  case  of 
Pillsbury  v.  People's  Gaslight  Co.  before  the  New  Hampshire 
Public  Service  Commission  is  illimiinating : 

*'A11  of  the  other  cases  either  deny  any  going  valu*,  or  in  effect 
hold  that  the  going-concern  element  finds  its  principal  weight  in 
such  unrequited  sacrifices  of  stockholders  as  existing  business 
may  fairly  be  taken  to  represent. 

"In  the  Berlin  Electric  Light  Co.  Case,  3  N.  H.  P.  S.  C.  R. 
174,  we  held  that,  'if  especial  weight  is  to  be  claimed  for  tiie 
going^ooncem  element  on  account  of  alleged  failure  of  returns 
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in  earlier  years,  evidence  should  be  introduced  so  that  an  inteUi- 
gent  finding  upon  that  point  may  be  made.' 

'This  case  well  illustrates  the  importance  of  requiring  any 
such  claim  to  be  based  on  evidence  of  facts  rather  than  upon 
opinion  evidence."    4  N.  H.  P.  S.  0.  R  391. 

The  respondent  herein  has  offered  no  real  proof  of  the  exist- 
ence of  any  going  value  during  early  operations.  That  proof  of 
such  going  value  is  essential  is  shown  by  the  language  of  Mr. 
Justice  Day  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Courts  in  the  case 
Des  Moines  Gas  Co.  v.  Des  Moines  (supra).  In  part  Mr.  Jus^ 
tice  Day  states,  to  wit: 

"Included  in  going  value  as  usually  reckoned  is  the  investment 
necessary  to  organizing  and  establishing  the  business  which  is  not 
embraced  in  the  value  of  its  actual  physical  property.  In  this 
case,  what  may  be  called  the  inception  cost  of  the  enterprise 
entering  into  the  establishing  of  a  going  concern  had  long  since 
been  incurred.  The  present  company  and  its  predecessors  had 
long  carried  on  business  in  the  city  of  Des  Moines,  under  other 
ordinances,  and  at  higher  rates  than  the  ordinance  in  question 
established.  For  aught  that  appears  in  this  record,  these  ex- 
pense may  have  been  already  compensated  in  rates  charged  and 
collected  under  former  ordinances.  As  we  have  said,  every  pre- 
sumption is  in  favor  of  the  legitimate  exercise  of  the  rate-making 
power,  and  it  is  not  to  be  presumed,  without  proof,  that  a  com- 
pany is  under  the  necessity  of  making  up  losses  and  expenditures 
incidental  to  the  experimental  stage  of  its  business.''  238  IT.  S. 
153,  59  L.  ed.  1244,  P.U.K.1916D,  584,  586,  35  Sup.  Gt.  Rep* 
811.  There  is  no  proof  in  the  record  of  the  case  at  bar  that  '^the 
investment  necessary  to  organizing  and  establishing  the  business'' 
lias  not  ''been  already  compensated  in  rates  charged  and  collected 
under  former  ordinanees."  The  respondent's  past  earnings  would 
more  than  indicate  that  early  losses  have  long  since  been  reim- 
bursed. 

Fair  VdLtLe  of  the  Property. 

[25]  In  considering  a  valuation  to  be  placed  upon  the  re- 
spondent's used  and  useful  property  in  Springfield,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  establishing  gas  rates  which  are  just  and  equitable  both 
to  the  public  and  to  the  company,  the  Commission,  in  addition 
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to  the  foregoing  extended  discuesion  of  the  various  appraisals 
filed  in  this  proceeding  to  show  in  detail  the  present  condition 
and  the  value  of  the  different  component  parts,  togiether  with 
overheads  and  intangible  values  thereon,  believes  that  interest- 
ing light  may  be  thrown  upon  the  question  by  certain  facts  estab- 
lished by  the  witness  Maxwell,  auditor  for  the  respondent,  in  an 
exhibit  designated  "respondent's  exhibit  No.  11,"  and  entitled 
"Report  on  the  Examination  of  the  Books  and  Accounts  of  the 
Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company— Gas  Department.''  Max- 
well's report  purports  to  cover  a  period  frc«n  January  1,  1855 
(the  start  of  the  gas  industry  in  Springfield),  to  April  30,  1914. 
It  is  set  forth  in  Maxwell's  exhibit  marked  "Construction — Ex- 
hibit C-7''  that  the  total  charges  to  construction  accounts,  from 
June  16,  1854,  to  April  30,  1914,  were  $956,805.70.  It  further 
is  set  forth  in  Maxwell's  exhibit  marked  "Plant  and  Investment 
Credits — Exhibit  D-7,"  that  the  total  credits  to  the  said  construc- 
tion accounts  during  the  same  period  totaled  $289,345.49,  leav- 
ing a  balance  in  the  construction  account  of  $667,460.21.  All 
of  the  above  credits  were  charged  against  earnings. 

It  appears  further  from  the  record  in  this  case  that,  du'ring 
the  year  1913,  there  were  betterments  and  additions  made  to  the 
gas  plant  in  an  amount  of  $98,030.19.  For  the  first  four  months 
of  1914  (t.  e.,  to  May  1st),  there  were  additions  and  betterments 
made  to  the  amount  of  $1,485.42,  and  from  May  1,  1914,  to 
December  31,  1914,  there  were  additionjs  and  betterments  made 
to  the  plant  in  the  amount  of  $42,966.20,  making  a  total  amount 
of  $142,481.81  expended  in  additions  and  bettermenliB  to  the 
plant  during  the  period  from  January  1,  1918,  to  January  1, 
1915.  This  is  an  unusual  expenditure  for  additions  and  better- 
ments within  such  a  short  period  of  time  in  a  gas  plant  of  the 
size  and  character  of  the  Springfield  plant.  As  to  whether  or 
not  this  entire  amount  (of  which  practically  $100,000  was  ex- 
pended  during  the  fifteen  months  immediately  preceding  the  date 
of  this  valuation,  and  of  which  practically  $42,000  was  expended 
during  the  eight-month  period  immediately  following  the  date 
of  this  valuation)  should  all  be  considered  in  determining  the 
fair  value  of  the  property  at  the  date  of  the  valuation,  the  Com- 
mission hereinbefore  has  expressed  its  views.  The  Commission 
has  indicated  that  it  would  be  quite  unfair  to  the  present  con- 
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sumers  and  to  the  conaiuners  of  the  immediate  future,  were  the 
entire  amount  added  to  the  value  of  the  property.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  would  be  just  aa  unfair  to  the  respondent  to  disregard 
the  same  altogether. 

The  Commission  ia  of  the  opinion  that  a  determination  of  pres- 
ent fair  value  of  a  gas  property  for  rate^making  purposes  can- 
not he  found,  either  by  formula  or  by  undertaking  to  fix  or  to 
assign  an  individual  value  to  each  of  the  many  component  parts 
which  enter  into  the  aggregate  plant,  or  to  segregate  the  various 
elements  of  present  value  represented  by  overheads^  working  capi- 
taly  materials^  and  supplies^  intangible  going  values^  etc.  The 
Commission  is  of  the  belief  that  a  finding  of  fair  present  value 
should  embrace  the  respondent's  system  as  a  whole,  and  should 
reflect  all  evidence  of  value^  all  justifiable  claims  for  value,  all 
reeords  in  this  case,  and  all  pertinent  facts  therein.  In  the 
Minnesota  Bate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  280  IT.  S.  352, 
57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A,(N.S.)  1161,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  729, 
decided  on  June  9,  1913,  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  Mr.  Justice  Hughes,  in  the  opinion,  says,  to  wit: 

"The  basis  of  calculation  is  the  'fair  value  of  the  property' 
used  for  the  convenience  of  the  public.  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  U. 
S.  546,  42  L.  ed.  849, 18  Sup.  Ct.  Kep.  418.  Or,  as  it  was  put 
in  San  Diego  Land  &  Town  Co.  v.  National  City,  174  U.  S.  757, 
43  L.  ed  1161,  19  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  804:  What  the  company  is 
entitled  to  demand,  in  order  that  it  may  have  just  compensation, 
is  a  fair  return  upon  the  reasonable  value  of  the  property  at  the 
time  it  is  being  used  for  the  public/  See  also  San  Diego  Land 
&  Town  Co.  V.  Jasper,  189  IJ.  S.  439,  47  L.  ed.  892,  28  Sup. 
Ct.  Eep.  571,  and  Willcox  v.  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  212  U.  S.  19, 
41,  53  L.  ecL  382,  396,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1134,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Kep. 
192,  15  Ann.  Cas.  1034. 

'^The  asoertainment  of  that  value  ia  not  controlled  by  artificial 
roles.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  f  ormtilas,  but  there  must  be  a  reason- 
able  judgment,  having  its  basis  in  a  proper  consideration  of  all 
relevant  facts.  The  scope  of  the  inquiry  was  thus  broadly  de- 
Bcribed  in  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  TJ.  S.  466,  546,  547,  42  L.  ed. 
819,  849, 18  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  418 :  ^In  order  to  ascertain  that  value, 
the  original  cost  of  construction,  the  amount  expended  in  perma* 
nent  improvements,  the  amount  and  market  value  of  its  bonds 
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and  stocky  the  present  as  compared  with  the  original  dost  of  con- 
struction, the  probable  earning  capacity  of  the  property  under 
particular  rates  prescribed  by  statute,  and  the  sum  required  to 
meet  operating  expenses,  are  all  matters  for  consideration,  and 
are  to  be  given  such  weight  as  may  be  just  and  ri^t  in  each 
case.  We  do  not  say  that  there  may  not  be  other  matters  to  be 
regarded  in  estimating  the  value  of  the  property.  What  the 
company  is  entitled  to  ask  is  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  that 
which  it  employs  for  the  public  convenience.  On  the  other  hand, 
what  the  public  is  entitled  to  demand  is  that  no  more  be  exacted 
from  it  for  the  use  of  a  public  highway  than  the  services  ren- 
dered by  it  are  reasonably  worth.'  *'     (280  U.  S.  484.) 

It  is  to  be  particularly  noted  that,  in  these  Minnesota  Rate 
Cases,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  reaffirming 
the  doctrine  established  in  Smyth  v.  Ames,  takes  elaborate  pains 
to  point  to  the  fact  that  the  ascertaimnent  of  fair  value  of  utility 
property  for  rate-making  purposes  is  not  controlled  by  artificial 
rules,  and  is  not  a  matter  of  formulas,  but  instead  is  a  reasonable 
exercise  of  mature  judgment,  having  its  basis  in  a  proper  consid- 
eration of  all  relevant  facts. 

In  the  case  of  Appleton  Waterworks  Co.  v.  Railroad  Com- 
mission, 164  Wis.  121,  47  L'.R.A.(N.S.)  770,  142  N.  W.  476, 
Ann.  Cas.  1915B,  1160,  cited  in  P.U.R.1915C,  884,  the  supreme 
court  of  Wisconsin  similarly  speaks  of  the  determination  of  a 
valuation  of  utility  property,  to  wit :  ^ 

^^However,  the  fundamental  difficulty  with  the  att^npt  to  set 
a  definite  sum  as  the  measure  of  going  value  is  that  it  is  an  at- 
tempt to  divide  a  thing  which  is  in  its  nature  practically  in- 
divisible. The  value  of  the  plant  and  business  is  an  indivisible 
gross  amount  It  is  not  obtained  by  adding  up  a  number  of 
separate  items,  but  by  taking  a  comprehensive  view  of  each  and 
all  of  the  elements  of  property,  tangible  and  intangible,  includ- 
ing property  rights,  and  considering  them  all,  not  as  separate 
things,  but  as  inseparable  parts  of  one  harmonious  entity,  and 
exercising  the  judgment  as  to  the  value  of  that  entity.  In  this 
way  the  going  value  goes  into  the  final  result,  but  it  would  be 
difficult  for  even  an  expert  to  say  how  many  dollars  of  the  result 
represent  it." 

And  also  in  the  case  of  the  Oshkosh  Waterworks  Co.  v.  Rail- 
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load  Cominissioiiy  the  same  court  uses  practically  identical  Ian* 
guage,  to  wit: 

'^Sudi  value  may  be  more  or  less  than  the  aggregate  of  the 
sum  of  the  elements  found.  And  it  may  he  that  some  elements 
that  enter  into  the  main  elements  of  value  above  stated  should 
be  entirely  eliminated  in  fixing  the  just  value  of  the  utility  as 
an  entity.  Its  value  must  be  fixed  as  such.  Chicago  &  N.  W. 
R.  Co.  V.  State,  128  Wis.  553,  108  K  W.  557;  Appleton 
Waterworks  Co.  v.  Bailroad  Commission,  supra. 

"It  is  because  the  valuation  of  a  utility  cannot  be  reduced  to 
absolutely  fixed  rules,  or  to  the  mere  appraisal  of  parts  whose 
sum  equals  its  value,  that  the  subject  is  one  upon  which  honest 
and  competent  men  differ.  In  the  last  analysis  it  is  the  exer- 
cise of  a  sound  and  competent  business  judgment  upon  many  ele- 
ments of  uncertain  and  debatable  value  considered  as  a  business 
entity."     161  Wis.  122,  P.U.R.1915D,  341,  152  N.  W.  859. 

The  attitude  of  the  courts  is  capable  of  but  one  construction, 
inz.,  that  the  finding  of  present  value  for  the  purpose  of  estab- 
lishing just  and  equitable  rates  for  utility  service  must  be  the 
exercise  of  reasonable  judgment.  Upon  taking  into  judicial 
consideration  all  relevant  facts  pertinent  to  the  cases  under  re- 
view, the  courts  express  the  opinion  that  value  of  utility  prop- 
erty for  rate-making  purposes  either  may  be  more  or  may  be  less 
than  the  summation  of  segregated  values  assigned  to  its  parts. 
There  is  a  vast  difference,  moreover,  between  the  results  obtained 
from  divers  theories  of  valuation  and  the  ultimate  determination 
of  a  fair  value  of  a  given  property. 

After  considering  all  the  evidence  and  testimony  in  this  case 
bearing  upon  the  value  of  the  property  herein,  the  cost  to  repro- 
duce, the  original  costs,  the  investment,  the  present  value,  all 
overheads,  including  such  as  preliminary  costs,  engineering, 
supervision,  interest,  insurance,  organization,  and  legal  expenses 
during  construction,  contingencies,  and  all  other  elements  of 
value  (tangible  and  intangible),  and  taking  into  consideration 
that  the  plant  is  now  in  successful  operation  and  a  going  concern, 
the  Commission  finds  the  fair  value  of  the  respondent's  gas  prop- 
erty in  Springfield  for  the  purpose  of  determining  reasonable 
and  just  rates,  to  be  $744,000,  exclusive  of  working  capital. 
(Working  capital  is  here  used  to  mean  necessary  cash,  coal,  ma- 
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terials,  supplies,  etc.,  essential  to  the  suocesdful  operatioii  of  the 
gas  utility.)  For  working  capital,  thus  defined,  the  Commission 
hereinabove  has  set  forth  $56,000  to  be  reasonable  and  adequate 
in  the  premises.  The  total  valuation,  for  the  purpose  of  estab- 
lishing just  and  reasonable  gas  rates  in  Springfield,  therefore,  is 
in  amount  $800,000. 

Rate  of  Return. 

[26,  27]  Under  the  law,  the  respondent  is  entitled  to  a  fair 
rate  of  return  upon  a  fair  value  of  its  used  and  useful  gas  prop- 
erty in  Springfield.  What  now  constitutes  a  fair  rate  of  return  ?- 
Expert  testimony  on  this  subject  has  been  introduced  into  the 
record,  and  counsel  for  both  parties  have  argued  the  same  at 
length.  The  range  of  the  contentions  seems  to  be  from  a  mini- 
mum of  5  per  cent  per  annum  (the  Illinois  legal  interest  on 
judgments)  to  8  per  cent,  9  per  cent,  and  10  per  cent,  for  which 
some  semblance  of  authority  has  been  cited.  Counsel  for  the 
petitioner  contends  that  the  rate  of  return  should  be  fixed  at  6 
per  cent, — a  rate  which  was  not  considered  confiscatory  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Consolidated 
Gas  Co.  V.  New  York,  157  Fed.  849.  Counsel  for  the  respon- 
dent, on  the  other  hand,  contends  for  an  allowance  of  9  per  cent 
per  annum.  The  latter  cites  numerous  cases  in  apparent  sup- 
port of  his  contention,  stating:  "...  — the  courts,  while 
holding  that  6  per  cent  net  return  on  gas  monopoly  property  may, 
in  New  York  city,  escape  constitutional  condemnation,  yet  as  we 
come  West  we  find  that  in  Minnesota  the  net  return  on  railway 
investments  must  not  be  less  than  7  per  cent,  in  Alabama  not 
less  than  8  per  cent,  and  in  Iowa,  on  investments  in  water  plants, 
not  less  than  8  per  cent  to  escape  the  condemnation  of  being 
confiscatory.    .    .     ,  ^'     (Respondent's  brief,  pp.  149,  150.) 

Among  the  cases  cited  by  respondents'  counsel,  however,  there 
is  one  at  least  which  definitely  combines  rate  of  return  with  rate 
of  depreciation,  and  there  are  others  which  apparently  do  the 
same.  Courts  and  conamissions  alike  are  prone  either  to  combine 
or  to  separate  the  two  at  will,  and  a^fuU  reading  of  an  opinion 
often  fails  to  disclose  exactly  what  is  intended  to  be  covered  by 
the  very  broad  term  "return.'' 

As  to  the  expert  testimony  relating  to  rate  of  return,  coun- 
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sel  for  the  respondent  makes  the  following  statement,  to  wit: 
*'Crowell  testified  that  from  8  per  cent  to  10  per  cent  would  be 
a  fair  allowance.  His  qualifications  show  that  his  judgment  is 
based  not  only  upon  a  theory  of  such  statistics  as  Adams  and 
Bemis  used,  but  also  upon  his  practical  experience  in  actually 
procuring  and  attempting  to  procure  capital  for  such  enterprises.' 
Upon  this  he  is  convinced  that  the  rate  should  be  one  which  would 
enable  the  utility  to  distribute  profits  either  in  interest  on  bonds 
or  dividends  on  stock,  sufficient  to  induce  security  holders  not 
only  to  invest  their  m^oney  in  the  business,  but  to  make  them 
content  to  leave  it  there,  and  willing  to  invest  such  additional 
simis  as  the  utility  requires  from  time  to  time,  for  extensions  and 
additions. 

"Cook  stated  that  in  his  judgment  9  per  cent  would  be  a  fair 
return.  His  judgment  is  based  upon  his  actual  experience, 
extending  over  many  years  of  activity  in  the  handling  of  public 
utility  securities.  There  are  few  men  in  the  United  States  who 
are  as  competent  to  speak  on  this  subject  as  Cook. 

"The  opinions  of  Crowell  and  Cook  are  supported  by  the  tes- 
timony of  Seatree,  who  showed  by  actual  contact  in  the  auditing 
of  accounts  of  many  enterprises  in  this  section,  just  what,  capital 
not  only  demanded  or  expected,  but  what,  in  fact,  it  actually  re- 
ceived. The  facts  developed  by  Seatree  show  conclusively  that 
other  undertakings,  competing  for  capital  in  this  section,  earned 
profits,  in  the  majority  of  instances,  very  much  larger  than  the 
rate  of  return  suggested  by  Crowell  and  Cook. 

*  "Payne  testified  that  he  was  president  of  the  State  National 
Bank  at  Springfield;  that  he  had  been  in  the  banking  business 
in  this  locality  for  twenty-five  years;  that  he  was  familiar  with 
the  various  enterprises  conducted  in  this  commimity;  that  the 
rate  of  return  earned  in  this  community  in  the  ordinarily  suc- 
cessful mercantile  and  manufacturing  enterprises  was  from  20 
per  cent  to  50  per  cent  on  the  capital  invested.  He  testified 
that  banks  in  this  community  earned  on  an  average  of  about 
14  per  cent  and  usually  apportioned  these  earnings  by  paying 
8  per  cent  dividends  and  putting  6  per  cent  to  surplus."  (Re- 
spondent's brief,  pp.  162,  163,) 

Of  these  witnesses,  Seatree  testified  (8  Eecord,  2315)  that 
the  average  rate  of  return  to  insurance  companies  i^  5  per  cent, 
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and  he  was  not  very  emphatic  that  ordinary  money  could  not  be 
obtained  at  6  per  cent  per  annum,  or  ^lightly  in  excess  thereof. 
(8  Record,  2309.)  Cook  testified  (8  Record,  2635)  that  the 
gas  utility  in  Springfield  could  probably  procure  money  at  6J 
per  cent  per  annum,  and  also  (9  Record,  2884)  that  the  public 
will  invest  in  the  stock  of  Massachusetts  gas  and  electric  com- 
panies if  the  rate  of  return  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  5i  per 
cent  to  6  per  cent.  Moreover,  it  does  not  appear  in  the  record 
what  would  be  the  market  quotations  of  securities,  under  the 
above-testified  rates  of  return,  and  it  is  not  at  all  clear  what  mar- 
ket values,  in  the  minds  of  the  aforesaid  experts,  are  associated 
with  the  expressed  rates  of  returns.  Obviously,  a  solid  local  bank, 
paying  8  per  cent  pei*  annum  in  dividends,  would  value  its  stock 
at  far  more  than  par,  and  the  net  interest  on  the  investment 
would  be  much  less.  Rate  of  return  cannot  be  considered  in  an 
abstract,  isolated  sense;  all  relevant  facts  must  be  ascertained. 
Government  bonds,  at  2  per  cent,  are  sufficiently  attractive  to 
some  investments,  to  sell  at  a  slight  premrum.  State  bonds  at 
4  per  cent  and  4^  per  cent,  and  municipal  bonds  at  5  per  cent, 
generally  command  premiums.  Bonds  of  conservative  public 
utilities  usually  are  recognized  as  stable  investments,  and  the 
recent  war-time  depression  seems  to  support  statements  to  a  simi- 
lar effect,  found  in  a  pamphlet  circulated  by  the  Harris  Trust 
&  Savings  Bank  of  Chicago  (and  recorded  in  this  case),  to  wit: 
"Public  service  corporation  bonds  are  generally  characterized  by 
the  fact  they  are  issued  by  a  corporation  which  renders  some 
much  needed  service  to  the  community  and  operates  under  the 
special  grant  or  franchise  from  a  city,  town,  state,  or  similar 
division  of  government.  Water,  gas,  electric  light,  heat  and 
power,  street  railway,  and  telephone  service  are  among  such  pub- 
lic utilities.  Bonds  issued  by  companies  of  this  character  in 
well-established  communities  have  an  exceptional  record  for  safe- 
ty, for  even  in  times  of  general  business  depression  the  company's 
earnings  maintain  a  high  level  because  the  service  supplied  is 
necessary  to  the  community  it  serves."  And :  'The  reader  may 
wonder  how  this  organization  may  safely  invest  the  immense 
amount  of  money  mentioned  heretofore.  This  was  possible  only 
by  its  laying  down  a  rigid  policy  as  regards  what  general  classes 
of  investments  the  organization  would  recommend  and  have  oon- 
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fidence  enough  to  purchase  with  its  own  oapit&l.  As  already 
mentioned,  Mr;  Harris's  experience  in  selecting  investments  for 
the  surplus  funds  of  a  large  insurance  company  was  of  great 
value.  From  that  experience  he  decided  that  bonds. embody  the 
most  important  characteristics  of  an  ideal  investment  in  a  high 
degree,  and  as  a  result  this  institution  deals  only  in  this  class  of 
securities:  Government  and  municipal  bonds,  railroad  bonds, 
public  service  corporation  bonds."  (Petitioner's  brief,  pp.  125, 
126.) 

TTpon  the  subject  of  rate  of  return,  the  appellate  court  of  Illi- 
nois has  spoken,  to  wit :  '  x  ' 

"This  shows  a  profit  of  $7,T81.T5,  which  would  pay  6  per 
cent  on  the  actual  value  of  the  property  and  leave  $2,000  per 
year  for  depreciation  and  a  sinking  fund,  which  placed  at  inter- 
est would  fully  repay  the  loss  between  the  present  value  and  the 
estimated  value  at  the  end  of  the  franchise  period.  The  allow- 
ance of  interest  at  6  per  cent  on  the  investment  certainly  cannot 
be  said  to  be  unreasonably  low.  Many  authorities  have  held  a 
rate  of  5  or  4  per  cent  to  be  not  so  low  as  to  justify  judicial  inter- 
ference." Lake  Forest  Water  Oo.  v.  Lake  Forest,  164  111.  App. 
184. 

The  holding  of  the  appellate  court  in  the  above  case  was  af- 
firmed by  the  supreme  court  of  Illinois  (249  IlL  888,  94  N.  E. 
517). 

After  all  has  been  said  and  done,  the  question  of  an  equitable 
rate  of  return  to  be  allowed  upon  a  fair  value  of  the  respondent's 
gas  property  in  Springfield  resolves  itself  into  the  definition,  "A 
fair  rate  of  return  for  rate^makiiEig  purposes  is  to  be  measured  by 
the  average  annual  interest  which  is  necessary  to  attract  capital 
to  invest  in  legitimate  utility  securities  in  this  state"  (and  in 
Springfield  in  particular) ;  or  as  the  witness  Oooke  testified : 
**When  you  ask  me  what  I  think  is  a  fair  rate  of  return,  I  can 
only  say  that  I  believe  it  ought  to  be  a  return  which  would  induce 
the  investment  of  capital  in  similar  investments  under  similar 
conditions.    .    .    . "     (8  Record,  2641.) 

What,  then,  is  money  reasonably  worth  upon  investment  in 
gas-utility  property  in  Springfield  I  The  weight  of  the  evidence, 
tc^ther  with  all  existing  facts,  would  seem  to  indicate  that  funds 
usually  can  be  secured  at  a  figure  quite  close  to  6  per  cent  per 
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aimujiL  The  respowdent's  recent  6  per  cent  thirty-year  bond 
issue,  which  sold  at  85,  would  apparently  bear  directly  upon  the 
question.  A  5  per  cent  bond,  purchased  at  85,  will  net  slightly 
less  than  6  per  cent  per  annum,  neglecting  the  amortization  of 
the  discount,  and  will  net  but  slightly  more  than  6  per  cent  per 
aimum  if  the  bond  is  held  the  full  thirty  years  and  refunded  at 
par.  It  follows  that  any  rate  of  return  in  excess  of  6  per  cent 
will  be  compensatory  to  the  shareholders  for  the  inherent  risks 
involved  in  the  gas-making  industry. 

What  is  a  measure  of  the  shareholder's  risk  in  Springfield? 
Owing  to  the  wide  monopolistic  privileges  accorded  a  public 
utility  under  the  modem  doctrine  of  state  regulation,  the  returns 
from  utility  investments  are  exceptionally  secure.  Utility  serv- 
ices, which  a  few  years  ago  were  luxuries,  are  to-day  necessitiea 
for  a  majority  of  the  citizens  of  a  community  such  as  Spring- 
field. The  respondent  is  a  corporation  which  is  furnishing  gaB 
service  to  the  residents  of  an  old,  substantial,  and  growing  city, 
— a  service  which  is  universally  recognized  as  having  passed  the 
stage  of  being  treated  merely  as  a  convenience.  During  years  to 
come,  the  demand  for  utility  services  doubtlessly  will  increase 
and  thereby  will  tend  further  to  secure  the  income  derived  from 
utility  property.  A  gas  utility  in  a  territorial  unit  under  state 
regulation  is  recognized  as  a  monopoly,  and,  as  such,  in  contrast 
with  some  other  enterprise  whose  product  is  consumed  subject 
to  public  whim  and  whose  income  is  dependent  thereon,  appears 
to  be  an  exceptionally  desirable  investment  It  is  to  be  admitted, 
however,  that  the  trend  of  development,  as  exemplified  by  the 
past,  cannot  be  predicted  with  absolute  certainty.  Emergencies 
may  arise,  and  the  meeting  of  such  emergencies  may  entail  a  con- 
siderable expense,  which  makes  it  necessary  to  allow  a  utility  to 
earn  more  than  a  nominal  interest  in  order  that  additional  capi- 
tal may  be  attracted  whenever  necessary.  Whether  or  not  a 
utility,  in  past  operations,  has  fulfilled  its  duty  toward  the  pub- 
lie,  in  rendering  service,  in  an  adequate  and  efficient  maimer  by 
keeping  abreast  of  scientific  and  economic  development,  and 
whetiier  or  not  it  has  rendered  service  of  suitable  quality  to  its 
consumers,  and  conducted  its  business  with  a  view  of  giving  to 
its  patrons  full  opportunity  to  utilize  gas  service  to  advantage, 
are  matters  to  be  considered,  with  other  evidence,  in  reaching  a 
decision  as  to  a  proper  rate  of  return.  A  utility  which  is  excel- 
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leatly  managed,  progressive  in  deyelopment,  alive  to  the  publio 
requirements,  aggressive  in  securing  new  business,  economical 
in  operation,  courteous  to  oonsumers,  and  fundamentally  honest 
in  all  transactions,  should  receive  greater  consideration,  in  the . 
fixing  of  a  fair  rate  of  return,  than  should  a  utility  of  which  the 
reverse  is  true. 

As  to  an  equitable  rate  of  return,  the  Commission,  taking 
into  consideration  the  nature  and  inherent  risks  of  public-utility 
investments  in  general,  and  particularly  considering  all  the  facts 
and  circumstances  in  evidence  relating  to  this  particular  gas 
utility,  as  well  as  the  testimony  regarding  the  local  peculiarities 
and  characteristics  of  Springfield  and  its  population,  finds  7 
per  cent  per  aimum  to  be  a  fair  rate  of  return  upon  the  fair 
and  reasonable  value  of  the  active  gas  property  found  herein- 
above. It  may  be  observed  in  passing  that,  where  capital  is 
proportioned  on  a  basis  of  26  per  cent  in  stock  (par  value)  to 
75  per  cent  in  bonds,  a  7  per  cent  rate  of  return  upon  a  fair 
value  of  the  property  is  equivalent  to  approximately  a  10  per 
cent  rate  of  return  upon  the  stock  issue,  under  the  customary 
interests  and  discounts  which  seem  to  prevail  on  utility  bonds 
in  the  Middle  West.  It  is  to  be  seen,  moreover,  that  a  7  per 
cent  rate  of  return  upon  the  value  of  the  property  ascertained 
herein  is  equivalent  to  approximately  15  per  cent  per  annum  on 
the  total  money  actually  paid  into  the  utility's  treasury  by  the 
investors,  as  nearly  as  may  be  ascertained  from  the  record  in 
the  case. 

Rate  of  Depreciation. 

[28,  29]  The  annual  rate  of  depreciation,  based  upon  the  total 
appraised  value  (cost  new)  is  shown  by  column  4  of  table  XX. 
to  be  substantially  the  same,  according  to  all  valuation  experts. 
The  percentages  range  from  1.6  to  1,8,  averaging  1.7  per  cent. 

In  fixing  upon  a  reasonable  and  an  equitable  annual  deprecia- 
tion to  cover  future  operating  conditions,  this  Commission,  in 
general,  leans  toward  a  simple  straight-line  method  that  provides 
for  the  setting  aside  of  equal  yearly  instalments  which  ultimately 
accumulate  into  a  dei>reciation  (or  renewal,  or  surplus)  fund. 
The  accrued  depreciation  fund  so  accumulated  should  be  drawn 
upon  only  for  renewals  and  replacements  of  existing  unamortized 
property,  and  should  remain  intact  in  an  individual  and  separate 
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account  (except  for  such  withdrawals  as  are  made  necessary  to 
reimburse  the  investors  for  future  depreciation  only).  The  fund 
should  be  subjecft  to  an  annual  audit  by  this  Conunission's  a<>- 
countants,  a^id  should  receive  full  credit  for  all  interest  which  it 
may  earn.  With  the  consent  and  approval  of  the  regulatory 
body,  coupled  with  proper  and  judicious  utility  management,  a 
large  portion  of  the  accumulated  depreciation  reserve  either  could 
be  invested  safely  in  readily  marketable  bonds,  or  could  be  re- 
invested to  great  advantage  in  extensions  and  betterments  of 
existing  property. 

Counsel  for  respondent,  in  his  brief,  draws  attention  to  this 
Commission's  allowance  of  3  per  cent  to  cover  annual  deprecia- 
tion of  the  Belleville  gas  property,  in  the  case  of  Belleville  v. 
St.  Clair  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Docket  No.  2237-A),  P.IJ.R. 
1915F,  235,  and  argues  Ihat  a  similar  allowance  is  proper  in  the 
case  at  bar.  Counsel  apparently  overlooks  the  facts  that  the 
Belleville  gas  property  is  inherently  different  from  the  Spring- 
field gas  property,  and  that  a  total  weighted  percentage  based 
on  the  finding  of  valuation  is  to  be  derived  only  by  a  full  consid- 
eration of  the  detail  percentages  disclosed  in  the  records  of  the 
respective  cases. 

For  the  purpose  of  segregating  and  establishing  an  adequate 
depreciation  reserve,  in  this  particular  case,  the  Commission 
finds  that,  to  cover  future  accruing  depreciation  (both  physical 
and  functional),  or  amortization  if  such  a  term  is  preferred,  the 
respondent  herein  is  entitled  to  an  annual  allowance  in  the 
amount  of  $15,000, — a  figure  which  is  based  upon  mature  con- 
siderations of  the  gas  property  analyzed  in  this  proceeding*  This 
allowance  of  $15,000  is  equivalent  to  1.89  per  cent  per  annum 
of  the  valuation  established  hereinabove^  and  is  equivalent  to 
6.5  cents  per  thousand  feet  of  g^  sold-  From  year  to  year,  the 
respondent  may  derive,  from  this  allowance  of  6.5  cents  per 
thousand  feet  of  gas  sold,  a  proper  amount  to  be  set  aside  an* 
nually  to  cover  depreciation, 

Operaiing  Experises. 

The  aimual  operating  expenses  and  revenues  of  the  gas  depart- 
ment ci  Ihe  Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company  are  set  fortfi  in 
table  XXI.,  which  has  been  coinpiled  from  exhibits  introduced 
in  the  record  in  this  case  by  4;he  respondent's  auditor,  MaxwdL 
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TABLE  XXI.— OPERATING  REVENUES  AND  EXinSNBBB. 
B^^nMfffiOd  Qua  d  ISUotrie  Oompimy — 6fav  Departrnmi, 


Tear  Ending  December  81 

To 

Item 

1911 

1912 

1918 

April  1, 
1914. 

a) 

(2) 

(8) 

(4) 

OS) 

1 

7 

Operating  Beveniiet 
Gas  fiBlem 

$190,721.22 

I208.105.S8 

f221.9S7.99 

8  58,002.87 

% 

Re^idaals 
Coke 

4 

16,889.14 

8,768.88 

1,001.62 

12.00 

17.784.U 

4.842.41 

2,897.89 

12.00 

19326.17 

6,055.44 

2,609.85 

40.80 

634Q.06 

5 

Tar 

748.18 

6 

780.66 

7 

Carbon 

8.80 

ToUl 

8 

8  212.887  J6 

1     1.678.96 

6,890.49 

205.66 

1.006.17 

2,788.12 

29344.81 

1227,691.29 

t     1,884.49 

6.994.80 

128.71 

828.86 

2,589.85 

82,087.04 

$260,460.26 

9     2,202.97 

6.601.97 

79.62 

781.87 

2,676.87 

85.488.72 

$  66,019.66 

9 

10 

n 

Operating  Expenses 
Coal-Gas  Prodnctlon 
Works  saperintendence. ••..... 

1         615.76 

1? 

Retort  honse  labor 

1,771.79 

18 

Parifler  honse  labor •.... 

20.07 

14 

Miscellaneons  labor. 

248.48 

1R 

Bench  fnel 

6fi».54 

1(1 

Coal  ctrbonfsed 

9,76&68 

17 

18 

189.29 
1.446.27 
667.42 
880.66 
1.8T7.20 
774.72 
606.98 

828;48 
1,780.77 
60.87 
1.007.16 
1,461.54 
1.644.25 

254.91 

120.00 
2,165.71 

100.88 
1,190.98 
1.608.61 

686.56 

565.46 

80L0e 

19 

Steam 

516.17 

?l> 

Bctort  honse  supplies 

L46 

21 
22 

?1 

Miscellaneons  works  supplies 

Repairs  of  benches  and  retorts.... 
Repairs  of  other  apparatus 

284.24 
189.00 

H 

Repaf rs  works  buildings 

116.60 

Total 

?S 

•  47,M1.69 

«     2.409^ 
1.264.42 

195.68 

1.672.20 

2.480.04 

8.210.96 

14,198.42 

189.28 
2,234.90 

184.91 
1.877.44 
1,726.74 

769.08 

f  49,975.88 

1     1,861.09 

1.284.89 

149.29 

8T7.26 

2,094.25 

9.287.04 

10.882.09 

828.60 

1,780.78 

1.70 

1.012.08 

1.661.76 

206.26 

$  54.229.67 

$     2.208.4O 

1,205.21 

81.64 

724.25 

2,981.10 

10.468.92 

20,265.62 

120.00 

2,165.75 

$  14.608.07 

26 
77 

Water-Gas  Prodnctlon 
Works  superintendence 

f        645.75 

?R 

Generator  house  labor 

897.27 

79 

Purifier  honse  labor 

22.08 

m 

Miscellaneous  labor 

254.64 

m 

Steam  for  water  gas 

78&67 

W 

Generator  fuel 

2378.78 

tR 

IRnrinh^r ,      ,      , 

5,819.10' 

14 

Purification  material 

80.00 

m 

Steam  for  other  purposes 

616.16 

36 

Generator  house  supplies 

17 

Miscellaneous  works 

1.183.60 

1,810.89 

355.29 

294.92 

38 

89 

Repairs  water  gas  apparatus 

Repairs  of  works  buUdiugs 

168.97 
111.87 

Total 

48 

8  86,885.66 

f  87.948.99 

$  48,000.67 

$  11.451.16 

Total  production 

41 

f  88377.86 

t 

689.17 

1.541.58 

881.00 

815.00 

1.84938 

3,669.22 

$  87,^9.82 

f     1.2U.36 

1,063.20 
1.416.15 
439.78 
150.00 
1.^.18 
2.878.52 

$  97.280.84 

$     1,803.09 

1.319.98 
1.480.71 
480.43 
721.80 
2.095.69 
2.851.67 

8  25,959.23 

42 
43 
44 

Dfartrlbutlon 

IMstrlbution  superintendence 

Miscellaneons  distribution    system 
labor 

■ 
8        272.25 
279  62 

45 
46 

47 

Resetting  and  removing  meters.... 

Distribution  system  expense 

Repairs  of  street  mains 

860.28 
126.59 
218  33 

48 

Repairs  of  serYlces 

174.13 

49 

Repairs  of  customers'  meters 

Total 

819.79 

m 

8     9.295.83 
8 

8     8,819.19 
$       157.92 

8   11,163.82 
$        888.76 

$     2,245.94 

51 
82 

UtnUation 

Commercial  arc  expenses 

Commercial  Incandescent  exp 

8 

S8 

54 

Inspections. 

40.00 

2,880.61 

801.47 

56 

Customers'  premises 

8.192.26 

8.030.65 
251.64 

726.78 

M 

Loaned  appliance 

45.00 

Total 

57 

8     8.192.26 

8     8,879.90 

8     8,616.04 

8        771.78 
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TABLE  XXL— OPERATING  REVENUES  AND   £XPENSE8--Cof»«tnu«(i. 
Bpringfield  G<u  d  Electric  Company — Qaa  Department. 


68 
G9 
eo 

61 

62 
63 
64 


66 
67 
68 

60 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
76 
76 
77 
78 

70 

80 

81 

82 

88 

84 

86 
86 
87 
88 
80 
00 
01 

02 

08 

04 

06 


Item 


(1) 


Oommerclal 

Sftlailat  ot  meter  Indezen 

Salaries  and  expenses  office  clerks 
Salaries  and  commercial  collection 

bureau 

Commercial  office  rent 

Oommercial  office  supplies 

Sales  department  expense 


f     1.188.60 


Total. 


General 
Salaries  and  expenses  of  executive 
Salaries  and  expenses  of  general 

office  clerks 

General  office  rent 

Supplies 

Printing  and  stationery 

Law  expenses  general 

Injuries  and  damages 

Insurance 

Miscellaneous  general  expense 

Stores  ex  pense 

Contingencies 

Uncollectable  bills 


Total 

Contingent 

Total  operating 

Net  Operating  Revenue 

Taxes 

Net  operating  income.. 


Non  Operating  Income 

Merchandise  sales 

Piping  and  Jobbing  revenue  . 
Miscellaneous  rent  revenue. . 

Interest  revenue 

Cash  discount 

Miscellaneous 


Total 

Total  Gross  Income 

Less  rentals 

Net  Income 


Year  Ending  December  81 


1011 


(2) 


4.T92.65 


f     1.512.52 
4.068.66 

2.378.71 

1.180.20 

014.86 

7.566.48 


S     5.976.15 
8     6,820.92 


6.839.40 
1.809.80 

016.56 
1.478.19 

725.00 


1.125.00 


810.80 
f  10.666.67 
0.500.67 
f  181.897.96 
8   80.060.48 


8     4.800.00 
8  76.160.48 

854.00 


52.14 
125.79 
808.38 


f     1.836.21 
8   77.506.64 


388.00 
8   77.117.64 


1012    . 


(8) 


I     1.585.01 
4.706.28 

2.8S8.06 
1.066.82 
1.109.04 
7.888.64 


8  17.611.44 


8     7.387.70 


8  19.291.10 


I     6.452.13 


1,980.03 

1.023.06 
274.10 
522.85 
825.00 

1,200X)0 
843.71 

2.225.68 
238.47 


1.123.02 


8   17,147.88 


fl84.2n.78 
8   96.813.56 


8     4.800.00 
8   88.513.56 


8     2,416.68 
799.16 


421.21 
163.00 


8     3.800.06 
8  02.318.61 


418.00 
8  01.805.61 


1018 


(4) 


2.397.64 
933.70 
325.40 
654.91 
210.25 
524.40 
126.69 

8.688.40 
m.l8 


1.549,46 


f  16,860.20 


To 

April  1, 

1014 


<6) 


f        430.4S 
1,215.28 

606.60 

828.10 

2o2LOa 

1.467.79 


f     4.880.24 


8     1,656.85> 


846.92 
192.79 

50.82 
120.00 

46.00 
182.46 

36.60 
612.71 

48.68 


646.16 


8     4,206.44 


8148.141.29     8  87.661.6» 
8102.318.96  I  f  27.857.97 


8     4.800.00  i  f     1.800.0O 
8  97.518.96     8  26.057.97 


8.076.67 
1.380.54 
103.89 
201.12 
471.64 
211.26 


8     6,445.01 

8  102.968.97 


36.20 


83.78 
46.75 


•        166.7S 
8   26.224.70 


468.00  , 

I 


154.60 


8102.405.97     8   26.070.20 


The  Statistical  data  which  are  contained  in  table  XXI.  have 
been  utilized  by  the  witness  Maxwell  to  show  the  unit  costs  of 
gas  (per  thousand  cubic  feet),  segregated  into  various  classifi- 
cations which  are  summarized  in  table  XXII.  (a)  and  table 
XXII.  (b)  herein.  The  witness  Little  compiled  a  similar  tabu- 
lation,  in  considerable  detail,  covering  operating  expenditures 
during  the  year  1913.  Little's  data  (exhibit  3)  are  summarized 
P.U.R.1916G. 
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TABLE  XXIL(b)— OPBRATINa  REVENUES  AND  EXPENSES. 

IN  CENTS  FEB  THOUSAND  CUBIO  FEET  OF  OAS  SOLD. 

Springfield  Gaa  d  Electric  Company — Oaa  Department. 


Amount  of  Oas  Sold 

Year  Ending  December  81 

1911 

19U 

1918 

Ooal  Qm.. 

Thonsand  of  Oablc  Feet  <  Water  Oas 

Mixed 

74.693,0 
115.820.4 
190.01B.4 

77.561.9 
124.741.0 
202.292.9 

85,321.4 
136.806.0 
221.127.4 

Item 

ill 

II 
II 

ill 

11 

III 

ll 

Operating  Reyennea— 

Gas  Sales , 

190.721.22 

47.041.69 
21.646.14 

100.878 

02.980 
28.994 

203.106.38 

49.97.688 
24,485.91 

100.402 

64.442 
81.574 

21,927.99 

54.229.97 
28.682J6 

100.802 

Operating  Expense- 
Production  Expense- 
Coal  Gas 

68.569 

Less  Revenue  from  Residuals 

88.441 

Net  Coal  Gas  Produotion  Expense 
Water  Gas  Production  Expense. . 

26.896.55 
86.835.66 

88.968 
81.942 

25.488.92 
87.848.99 

82.868 
29.937 

26.697,41 
48.000^ 

80.1X8 
81.604 

Total 

62,231.21 

9.295.88 
8.192.26 
6.976.15 
19.555.67 
9,500.67 

109.751.79 

80.869.4S 

4.800.00 

76.169.48 

1,886.21 

82.751 

4.892 
1,660 
3.145 
10.292 
5.000 

57.760 

62.838.91 

8.819.19 

3.379.90 

17,611.44 

17.147.88 

81. Mil    68.e9a.OS 

4.360    11,163.52 
1.6711     8.616.04 
8.706     19.291-19 

81  067 

Distribution  Expense 

6  044 

Utilization  Expense 

1.685 

Commercial  Expense 

8.724 

General  Expense 

8.476 

16.850.20 

7.090 

Contingent  Expense 



Total 

109.791.«2l 

54.274 

46.128 

2.878 

48.765 

1.878 

119.609.03 

102.318.96 

4.800.00 

97.6ia96 

RAAUm 

64.090 

Net  Operating  Revenue 

1 
42  613     <».]n8..V) 

40  272 

Taxes , 

2.526 

40.087 

.708 

4.800.00| 
8,'800io5l 

2.171 

Net  Operating  Income 

44.101 

Non  Operating  Income 

2.402 

Total  Gross  Income , , 

77.506.64 
8S.00 

40.790 
.204 

92.818.61 
418.00 

46.683 
.205 

102.968.ff7 
468.00 

46.663 

T^i^  H^^ntals 

^12 

Net  Income 

77.U7.64 

40.586 

91,896.61 

46.426 

102,496.97 

40.8S1 

in  table  XXIII.  herein.  The  detail  figures  of  table  XXIII. 
are  derived  from  data  contained  in  Maxwell's  exhibit  F-1.  The 
item  of  31.067  cents  for  production  expense  represents  the  total 
cost  of  producing  gas  (48.970  cents)  less  credits  secured  from  the 
sale  of  residuals  (12.903  cents).  In  addition,  there  is  earned  from 
nonoperating  revenue  (including  items  such  as  merchandise,  pip- 
ing and  jobbing,  etc.,  an  amount  of  2.462  cents  per  thousand 
cubic  feet  of  gas.  Deducting  this  2.462  cents  from  the  total 
operating  expenses  of  66.261  cents,  the  net  cost  of  manufactur- 
ing gas  during  1918,  as  shown  by  the  respondent's  books,  is 
found  to  be  53.799  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold, 
exclusive  of  revenue  derived  from  residuals  and  nonoperating 


receipts. 
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TABLE  XXIII.— UNIT  OPERATING  EXPENSES. 
Springfield  Qas  d  Electric  Compan\f — Qaa  Department, 

Item.  Cents. 

1  Production  expenaes 31.067280 

2  Distribution  expenses    , 5.043843 

3  Utilization  expenses  .'. ' 1.635274 

4  ConiBiercial  expenses  8.724016 

5  General  expenses   7.620132 

6  Taxes 2.170694 

7  Total  operating  expenses,  including  taxes  56.261244 

The  bare  production  expenses  in  the  Springfield  gas  plant  have 
been  shown,  in  the  record,  to  exceed  the  average  production  ex- 
penses of  comparable  combination  coal  and  water  gas  plants 
located  in  other  Illinois  cities.  Table  XXIV.,  compiled  from 
Little^s  exhibit  No.  3,  sets  forth  the  net  production  expenses  of 
seven  Illinois  cities,  of  which  some  have  higher  gas  consump- 
tions and  some  have  lower.  Of  the  enumerated  cities,  Spring- 
field is  nearly  2  cents  higher  in  production  expenses  than  the 
average  of  the  entire  seven. 

TABLE  XXIV.— COMPARISON  OF  GAS  PRODUCTION  EXPENSES  IN 
SEVEN  ILLINOIS  CITIES. 

Peoria 23.94    per  thousand  cubic  feet 

Waukegan   25.80     per  thouBand  cubic  feet 

Rockford    23.11     per  thousand  cubic  feet 

Sprin^eld *........  30.29     per  thousand  cubic  feet 

Decatur    31.93     per  thousand  cubic  feet 

Qoincy  33.38     per  thousand  cubic  feet 

Freeport    30.25     per  thousand  cubic  feet 

Average  of  above  seven  cities 28.386  per  thousand  cubic  feet 

[30]  An  analysis  of  the  production  expenses  of  the  Springs 
field  gaB  plant  indicates  that  water  gas  costs  31.64  cents  per 
thousand  cubic  feet,  compared  to  coal  gas,  which  costs  30.15 
cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet.  It  seems  that  coal  gas  is  more 
economical  to  manufacture,  by  1.49  cents  per  thousand  cubic 
feet  of  gas.  It  appears,  moreover,  that  an  increasing  propor- 
tion of  the  more  expensive  water  gas  is  being  manufactured 
each  year,  as  shown  by  the  following: 

For  year  1913,  the  proportion  of  coal  gas  to  water,  was  was  85     to  135. 
For  year  1905,  the  proportion  of  coal  gas  to  water  gas  was  90     to    22.T. 
For  year  1906,  the  proportion  of  coal  gas  to  water  gas  was  68.2  to    .65.5. 
For  year  1907,  the  proportion  of  coal  gas  to  water  gas  was  56.6  to    90. 

Several  considerations  enter  into  the  selection  of  the  proportion 
of  each  kind  of  gas  to  be  made,  and  statement  appears  ih  the 
record  that  the  increased  amount  of  water  gas  in  recent  years. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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has  been  occasioned  very  probably  by  a  lack  of  storage-holder 
capacity.  Prior  to  1914,  it  is  apparent  from  the  record  that 
the  respondent  possessed  inadequate  holder  capacity.  Inasmuch 
as  the  records  in  this  case  tend  to  show  that  coal  gas  may  be 
manufactured  at  less  cost  than  water  gas,  it  would  be  entirely 
reasonable  to  expect  that  a  considerable  saving  in  production 
expenses  could  be  made  if  a  greater  proportion  of  coal  gas  were 
manufactured,  and  if  at  the  same  time  a  reasonable  effort  were 
made  to  sell  coke  and  other  by-product  residuals  at  reasonable 
prices.  The  respondent  now  possesses  exceptional  adequate  hold- 
er capacity.  The  Commission  believes  that,  in  determining  upon 
an  allowance  for  rate-making  purposes,  to  cover  the  net  cost  of 
manufactured  gas,  the  anticipating  of  the  respondent's  effecting 
quite  a  substantial  saving  in  production  expenses  should  be  given 
consideration. 

The  item  of  commercial  expense  during  the  year  1913  totaled 
$19,291.19,  which  is  equivalent  to  8.724  cents  per  thousand  cubic 
feet  of  gas  sold  (Maxwell's  exhibit  F-1).  Of  this  amount, 
$7,893.64  represents  sales-department  expense,  equivalent  to  3.57 
cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold.  In  analyzing  sales- 
department  expenses  for  the  year  1913,  it  appears  that  some  of 
the  charges  are  to  be  questioned.  Management  salaries,  mis- 
cellaneous salaries,  miscellaneous  supplies,  promotion  piping  and 
appliances,  etc.,  at  first  glance,  do  not  appear  to  be  completely 
justifiable  expenditures. 

Commercial  expenses  and  general  expenses,  which  are  some- 
what allied,  and  which  usually  vary,  more  or  less,  depending  upon 
what  segregation  of  individual  items  are  made  by  the  utility's 
bookkeeper,  for  purposes  of  comparison,  may  be  considered  to- 
gether. The  aggregate  of  these  two  expenses,  during  1914, 
amounted  to  16.344  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold 
(Maxwell's  exhibit  F-1).  During  previous  years,  the  same  com- 
bination of  the  two  expenses  was  as  follows : 

For  the  year  1912,  17.182  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold. 

For  the  year  1911,  13.437  cents  per  thotisand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold. 

For  the  year  1910,  13.561  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold. 

For  the  year  1909,  11.572  cents  per  thousand  cubi6  feet  of  gas  sold. 

For  the  year  1908,  11.628  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold. 

For  the  year  1907,  12.034  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold. 

For  the  year  1906,  12.859  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feat  of  gas  sold. 
P.TJ.R.1916C. 
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[31]  In  connection  with  commercial  and  general  expense,  it 
is  interesting  to  make  a  comparative  study  of  the  annual  in- 
creases in  gas  sales  from  year  to  year.  Increased  sales  are  to  be 
regarded  as  the  immediate  results  of  the  aforesaid  expenditures. 
From  table  XXII.  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the  increase  in  gas 
sales  for  the  year  1907  over  the  year  1906  was  approximately 
13,000,000  cubic  feet,  equivalent  to  9.742  per  cent.  Since 
1907,  the  annual  increases  have  been  as  follows: 

For  the  year  1908  over  1907,    8,000,000  cubic  feet 5.585% 

For  the  year  1909  over  1908,  10,500,000  cubic  feet 6.784% 

^or  the  year  1910  over  1909,  10,500,000  cubic  feet 6.290% 

For  the  year  1911  over  1910,  14,500,000  cubic  feet 8.216% 

For  the  year  1912  over  1911,  12,000,000  cubic  feet 6.463% 

For  the  year  1913  over  1912,  19,000,000  cubic  feet 0.310% 

For  the  year  1914  over  1913,  14,000,000  cubic  feet .6.464% 

The  foregoing  table  discloses  the  generally  uniform  trend  of 
increasing  sales  to  be  interrupted  during  1914,  at  the  same  time 
that  the  previous  table  shows  commercial  and  general  expenses 
to  be  exceptionally  high.  It  would  appear  that  there  has  been 
a  disproportionate  increase  in  the  amount  of  money  expended  by 
the  respondent  in  connection  with  commercial  expenses,  com- 
pared to  the  increased  sales  which  have  been  realized.  It  is  true 
that,  for  the  year  1913,  a  considerable  increase  in  sales  over  the 
average  of  the  other  years  was  effected ;  but,  during  the  year  1914, 
the  increase  in  sales  dropped  below  the  normal  average.  It 
would  seem  that,  from  a  careful  study  of  these  cost  and  output 
statistics,  there  has  not  been  an  increase  in  gas  sales  during  the 
year  1914  sufficient  to  warrant  the  sales  department  expendi- 
tures made  by  the  respondent  during  the  said  year.  It  is  believed 
that  a  substantial  reduction  could  be  effected  in  the  respondent's 
sales  department  expenses  without  lessening  increased  sales.  Un- 
less substantial  increases  in  gas  sales  are  made  annually,  the  con- 
sumer should  not  be  required  to  carry  a  burden  of  ineffective 
expenditures. 

In  connection  with  general  expenses,  the  detail  items  aggre- 
gate $16,850.20  during  the  year  1913,  and  $17,147.38  during 
the  year  1912.  Of  these  totals,  it  appears  from  MaxwelFs  ex- 
hibits E-6  and  F-1  that  there  has  been  charged  upon  the  books, 
for  salaries  and  expenses  of  executives,  the  following  amounts: 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


392  ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  CX>MMIS8I0N. 

Year  1913,  $6,452.13,  equivalent  to  2.918  cents  per  thousand  cubic  fee* 
of  gas  sold. 

Year  1912,  $7,387.70,  equivalent  to  3.652  cents  per  thovBaiid  oubie  fesfc 
of  gas  sold. 

As  near  as  can  be  determined,  these  items  appear  to  represent, 
in  a  large  part,  salaries  and  expenses  of  executives  representing 
the  controlling  operating  company, — Hodenpyl,  Hardy,  &  Com- 
pany. On  page  16  of  supplement  to  Hall's  exhibit  1,  it  appears 
that  the  total  charges  for  the  New  York  office  of  Hodenpyl, 
Hardy,  &  Company  for  the  year  1912  was  $7,387.70  and  for  the 
year  1911  was  $6,820.02.  Bearding  the  charges  made  by  the 
New  York  office,  Wol£Fe  (a  manager  of  Hodenpyl,  Hardy,  & 
Company)  testified  that  during  1912  the  charges  amounted  to 
$9,876,  during  1913  to  $8,824,  and  during  ten  months  of  1914 
to  $6,641.    (8  Eecord,  2763.) 

For  the  year  1913,  from  MaxwelPs  exhibit  F-1,  there  appears 
a  charge  of  $3,538.40  (equivalent  to  1.60  cents  per  thousand 
cubic  feet  of  gas  sold),  which,  as  far  as  can  be  determined  from 
the  record,  represents  the  salary  and  expenses  of  an  auditor 
from  New  York  office.  On  page  17  of  Hall's  exhibit  No.  1 
(supra),  there  appears  a  similar  charge  of  $2,225.63  during 
1912  (equivalent  to  1.10  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas 
sold).  These  audits  appear  to  be  solely  for  the  benefit  of  the 
officials  of  the  operating  company,  and  not  particularly  for  the 
advantage  of  the  gas  consumers  of  Springfield.  The  record  fails 
to  show  that  a  total  charge  of  4.5  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet 
of  gas  sold,  to  cover  New  York  office  expenses,  is  justified. 

[32]  The  respondent,  as  heretofore  mentioned,  operates  both 
the  gas  and  electric  utilities  in  Springfield,  and  is  allied  with 
the  local  street  railway  utility  under  one  management.  Some 
steam-heating  utility  service  also  is  rendered  in  connection  with 
the  electric  plant.  The  salaries  and  expenses  of  a  general  man- 
ager, together  with  the  salaries  of  the  necessary  assistants,  stenog- 
raphers, and  clerks,  and  the  office  expenses,  of  the  separate  utili- 
ties are  proportioned  arbitrarily  on  the  books  to  the  different 
departments.  It  appears  from  Maxwell's  exhibit  "X,"  for  in- 
stance^  that  the  division  of  the  rent  expense  of  general  offices 
in  the  De  Witt  Smith  Building,  is  prorated  on  a  basis  of  20  per 
cent  to  the  railway  department,  40  per  cent  to  the  gas  department^ 
and  40  per  cent  to  the  electric  department,  with  nothing  charged 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


SPRINGFIELD  v.  SPRINGFIELD  GAS  &  E.  CO.  398 

directly  to  the  steam-heating  department.  The  assessment  to  the 
gas  department  is  proportioned  further  to  the  various  classifica- 
tions indicated  in  table  XXI.  In  schedule  13  of  Hall's  exhibit 
No.  2,  it  is  set  forth  that  during  the  year  1918,  the  total  pay 
roll  of  the  gas  department,  including  a  proportionment  of  the 
salaries  of  the  general  officers,  amounts  to  $20,875.60,  and,  from 
Hall's  exhibit  No.  2-G-3,  it  is  to  be  noted  that  tiie  total  income 
of  the  gas  department  for  the  same  year  was  $255,905.26.  In 
the  latter  exhibit,  it  appears  further  that  the  total  income  of 
electrical  and  heating  departments  is  $518,434.15.  It  would 
seem  that  the  equal  proportioning  of  the  item  of  rent  expense 
between  the  gas  and  electric  departments,  without  reference  to 
the  total  incomes  derived  from  the  two  departments,  is  more  or 
less  of  a  burden  upon  the  gas  department  in  favor  of  the  elec- 
tric department.  The  apportionment  of  rent  is  typical  of  the 
prorating  of  other  items  of  general  expense  between  the  different 
departments.  These  amounts  seem  to  be  fixed  arbitrarily,  in  the 
judgment  of  some  responsible  official.  Any  unfair  proportion- 
ing of  general  expenses,  of  which  the  item  of  rent  may  be  an 
indication,  against  the  gas  department^  results  in  an  inequitable 
burden  befalling  the  gas  consumers. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  a  charge  of  $20,375  is  made  to  the  gas 
department  to  cover  salaries  of  officers  and  employees  engaged 
in  the  local  management  of  the  gas  property,  it  would  appear 
that  sufficient  organization  is  retained  in  the  city  to  assure  ample 
competency  to  meet  all  requirements  in  Springfield,  without  aid 
and  advice  from  exterior  sources.  The  general  manager  of  the 
entire  utility  property  in  Springfield  seems  to  be  paid  a  fairly 
lucrative  salary;  if  not  so,  then  there  should  be  paid  a  salary 
which  is  adequate  to  secure  the  services  of  a  competent  man. 

The  record  shows  that  the  operating  expenses  during  the  years 
1904  and  1905  were  quite  abnormal,  and  would  not  reflect  a  true 
average.  During  the  succeeding  years,  1906  to  1914  inclusive, 
the  trend  of  the  total  annual  operating  expenses  should  be  indica- 
tive of  what  costs  may  be  expected  in  the  future,  inasmuch  as  the 
production  of  gas  is  now  so  well  standardized  by  long  usage  that 
it  would  not  be  expected  that  there  will  be  any  radical  departure 
in  operating  costs,  unless  a  new  and  modem  gas  plant  be  installed 
in  the  near  future.     For  the  period  from  1906  to  1918,  inclu- 
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sive,  the  total  operating  expenses  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas 
sold,  after  crediting  residuals  and  nonoperating  revenues,  aver- 
aged 54.664  cents,  and  for  the  period  from  1906  to  1914,  inclu- 
sive, averaged  54.32  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  sales.  For 
the  year  1913,  the  average  operating  expense  was  54.011  cents. 
[33]  Taking  into  consideration  all  of  the  above  facts,  the 
Commission  finds  that,  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  just  and  equi- 
table gas  rates  in  this  case^  a  reasonable  net  cost  to  the  respond- 
ent for  producing  gas  (including  all  essential  operating  costs), 
after  making  proper  credits  for  the  sale  of  residuals,  for  revenues 
derived  from  nonoperating  income,  and  for  other  items  pointed 
out  herein,  should  be  50  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas 
sold.  A  comparison  of  unit  operating  expenses  in  Springfield 
with  that  in  other  Illinois  cities  indicates  that  the  aforesaid  allow- 
ance of  50  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold  is  quite  lib- 
eral to  the  respondent.  Table  XXV.,  compiled  from  Little's 
exhibit  No.  3,  shows  the  production  and  operating  unit  costs  in 
eight  Illinois  cities,  which  are  served  by  combined  coal  and  water 
gas  plants. 


TABLE   XXV.— COMPARISON  OF  UNIT  OPERATING  AND   PRODUC- 
TION COSTS  IN  EIGHT  ILLINOIS  CITIES. 

Annual 

Make 

Cubic  Feet 

Cents  Per  1.000  Cubic  Feet 

City 

Total 
Operating 
Expense 

Cents 

Production 

Expense 

Cents 

1      Peoria 

409.810,000 
880.925.000 
884.548.000 
280.019.000 
246,430.000 
171.885.000 
147.803.000 
117.289.000 

42.04 
48.89 
46.56 
44.04 
52.96 
45.81 
56.88 
44.81 

23.94 

2       Waukegan 

26.80 

S       Rockford 

23.11 

4       Rock  Island 

27,28 

5       Spring^field 

80.29 

6       Decatur 

31.98 

7       Qulncy 

88.88 

8       Freeport 

80.26 

Average 

261.081.750 

47.12 

28.24 

The  comparisons  in  table  XXV.  are  by  no  means  controlling 
in  the  case  at  bar;  nevertheless,  indication  is  that,  with  proper 
management  and  operation,  and  with  modern  plant  facilities,  the 
total  production  cost  of  gas,  which  is  manufactured  and  distrib- 
'  uted  to  the  consumers  in  Springfield,  verj'  probably  could  be  re- 
duced materially  below  the  figures  shown  by  the  record  herein  to 
hare  been  the  actual  costs.  Comparison  obviously  indicates  that 
an  allowance  of  50  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold  in 
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Springfield  is  reasoinably  ample  to  cover  total  operating  expenses. 
Such  an  allowance  could  work  no  possible  hardship  to  the  re- 
spondent. 

Procedure  Expenses, 

[34]  The  question  has  arisen  as  to  what  disposition  is  to  be 
made  of  respondent's  expense  extraordinary  incurred  in  this 
rate-making  procedure  before  the  Commission.  The  question  of 
the  petitioner's  unusual  expenses  is  not  before  the  Commission. 
Counsel  for  the  respondent  contends  that  its  expenses  of  proceed- 
ing should  be  amortized  over  a  term  of  three  years,  and  that 
the  Commission  should  fix  rates  which  will  include  such  a  distri- 
bution of  the  said  expense.    Counsel  argues  as  follows,  to  wit : 

"The  expenses  incurred  by  respondent  in  connection  with  this 
proceeding  have  necessarily  been  very  large.  The  respondent  has 
endeavored  to  furnish  the  Commission  in  detail  all  the  informa- 
tion which  it  deemed  necessary  or  which  the  Commission  sug- 
gested as  being  desirable.  Eespondent  was  put  to  considerable 
expense  in  furnishing  information  by  reason  of  the  methods 
adopted  by  the  witness  Adams  in  his  investigation  of  respondent's 
records.  The  total  of  these  expenses  will  be  upwards  of  $30,000. 
It  is  the  contention  of  respondent  that  they  should  be  provided 
for  in  any  schedule  of  rates  which  may  be  adopted.  Eespondent 
requests,  as  being  fair  and  equitable,  that  these  expenses,  at  the 
proper  time,  be  distributed  over  a  period  of  three  years,  and  that 
the  proper  effect  of  such  distribution  be  taken  into  consideration 
in  fixing  the  rate  and  the  effect  be  added  to  the  foregoing  table 
of  cost  of  service."     (Respondent's  brief,  p.  200.) 

Counsel  for  the  petitioner  strenuously  objects  to  the  disposition 
of  procedure  expenses  i^ought  by  the  respondent,  and  argues  con- 
versely, to  wit:  ' 

'Respondent's  claim  for  the  expense  incurred  by  it  in  connec- 
tion with  this  proceeding  can,  in  our  opinion,  only  be  based  upon 
an  assumption  that  the  Commission  will  not  reduce  the  present 
rate.  In  the  event  of  such  an  order,  some  reason  would  appear 
to  exist  why  the  respondent,  being  found  to  have  already  estab- 
lished and  put  into  effect  the  reasonable  rate,  and  therefore  hav- 
ing been  called  upon  to  incur  expense  through  no  fault  on  its 
part,  should,  as  a  matter  of  fair  dealing,  be  entitled  to  have  such 
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expenses  returned.  If,  however,  the  present  rate  is  found  to  be 
too  high,  respondent  has  incurred  these  expenses  only  because 
of  its  violation  of  the  law  of  this  state,  and  is  therefore  not  en- 
titled to  them.  To  allow  such  expenses,  were  the  present  rate 
found  to  be  too  high,  would  amount  to  an  invitation  to  make  the 
.strongest  possible  opposition  to  the  Commission's  regulations  in 
order  to  thereby  increase  what  would  otherwise  be  found  to  be 
the  just  and  reasonable  rate. 

"The  claim  made  by  respondent  for  its  expenses  in  this  pro- 
ceeding can,  however,  be  more  readily  disposed  of.  Respondent 
does  not  claim  that  these  expenses  should  be  capitalized  and  a  re- 
turn allowed  thereon,  but  merely  asks  that  it  is  reimbursed  for 
them.  If  this  reimbursement  has  already  been  made  by  the  pub- 
lic, then  clearly  respondent  is  not  entitled  to  it  again.  The 
amount  claimed  by  it  is  $30,000.  If  the  Commission  shall  deter- 
mine that  the  fair  rate  as  of  May  1, 1914,  was  70  cents,  respond- 
ent has  already  collected  in  excess  rates  nearly  $120,000.  If  the 
Conmiission  should  find  that  even  as  high  a  rate  as  80  cents  was 
reasonable,  respondent  will  have  received  from  the  public  an 
ximount  to  which  it  was  not  entitled  in  excess  of  $80,000.  This 
assumes  that  the  present  rate  was  exactly  just  and  reasonable 
prior  to  the  date  as  of  which  the  valuation  was  made  which,  in 
the  event  of  either  of  the  rates  above  mentioned  being  determined 
to  be  just  by  the  Commission,  would  not  be  true.  Additions 
would  have  to  be  made  for  prior  excess  in  rates. 

"It  is  held  that  where  expenses  are  to  be  reimbursed,  such  re- 
imbursement is  accomplished  if  equalled  by  excess  in  rates.  (Des 
Moines  Gas  Case.)  Respondent,  therefore,  having  received  from 
the  public  much  more  than  the  amount  asked  by  it,  this  claim 
should  be  disallowed."     (Petitioner's  reply  brief,  pp.  54,  55.) 

In  connection  with  procedure  expenses,  it  is  interesting  to  note 
another  argument  of  counsel  for  the  respondent,  to  wit : 

"Opposing  counsel  contend  that  if  it  be  left  to  the  utility  to 
make  a  selection  of  a  rate  ^within  the  boundary  of  reason'  this 
would  be  a  delegation  of  power  which  the  legislature  could  not 
make.  It  is  not  a  question  of  ^delegating'  power  to  the  utility 
to  make  rates.  The  utility  has  that  power  and  has  always  had  it. 
The  sole  object  of  the  Commission  act  is  not  to  delegate  the 
power,  but  it  is  to  limit  the  power  (which  the  utility  has  always 
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possessed)  to  make  such  rates  as  are  just  and  reasonable.  And  it 
is  only  when  the  utility  has  in  fact  exceeded  the  limit  thus  placed 
on  it  that  the  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  act/'  (Sespond- 
fflit's  reply  brief,  p.  21.)  • 

The  apparent  deduction  to  be  made  from  counsel's  argument 
ifl  that  the  respondent  possesses  the  right  to  establish  just  and 
reasonable  rates  of  charge  for  gas  service  in  Springfield,  and, 
conversely,  should  the  utility  fail  to  establish  just  and  reason- 
able rates  to  the  public,  it  has  been  derelict  in  its  duty  during 
past  years.  If  counsel's  argument  be  accepted  as  conclusive,  ex- 
cessive rates  have  been  secured  without  license  of  statute.  Fol- 
lowing counsel's  argimient  to  its  logical  conclusion,  the  amount 
collected  during  the  past  two  years  in  which  the  case  herein  haa 
been  pending,  in  excessive  rates,  obvionsly  should  not  accrue,  by 
any  legal  right,  to  the  respondent. 

Irrespective  of  quibbling  and  fine  distinctions  by  counsel  for 
both  parties,  the  issue  respecting  procedure  expenses,  in  this  par- 
ticular case,  is  clean  cut.  Since  the  date  upon  which  respondent's 
rates  were  questioned,  the  current  rates  for  gas  in  Springfield 
have  been  far  more  than  sufficient  to  compensate  the  local  utility 
for  every  reasonable  it^n  of  expense  (including  an  adequate  al- 
lowance for  return  and  depreciation).  The  excess  collected  dur- 
ing this  period  is  greater  by  far  than  the  total  of  both  the 
respondent's  and  the  petitioner's  procedure  expenses.  The  Com- 
mission finds  for  the  petitioner,  that  no  allowance  is  to  be  made 
to  the  respondent  for  extraordinary  expenses  incurred  in  this 
particular  rate-making  procedure  before  the  Commission.  At 
this  time,  the  Commission  is  not  expressing  how  it  would  rule 
in  a  case  in  which  the  facts  disclose  no  excess  revenue  to  have 
been  collected  during  the  pendency  of  a  rate-making  proceeding. 

Standards  of  Gob. 

[35]  In  the  hearings  of  the  case,  some  discussion  developed 
relative  to  the  advisability  of  changing  the  standards  of  the 
quality  of  gas  furnished  by  the  respondent.  It  appears  that  the 
present  %>ringfield  standard  is  600  British  thermal  units  per 
cubic  foot  of  gas,  with  illuminating  qualities  of  18-candle  power. 
The  state-wide  rules  adopted  by  this  Commission  prescribe  56i5  * 
Britidf  thermaltnitSy  with  no  restriction  as  to  candle  power* 
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The  Commission's  rules,  however,  contain  the  following  saving 
clause,  to  wit: 

"If  any  utility  has  been  supplying  or  is  under  contract  to  sup- 
ply a  quality  of  service  of  greater  value  to  the  consumer  than 
that  which  these  rules  require,  no  reduction  in  such  quality  of 
service  shall  be  made  by  the  utility  before  a  determination  by 
Ithe  Commission  of  the  proper  rate  to  be  qharged  the  consumer 
for  the  lower  grade  of  service.  Such  a  rate  shall,  in  general,  be 
based  upon  the  cost  of  furnishing  the  grade  of  service  required 
by  these  rules." 

In  the  present  stage  of  development  of  gas  fixtures  and  appli- 
ances, the  candle-power  standard  is  a  more  or  less  obsolete  cri- 
terion; the  heat-unit  measure  is  a  fairer  standard.  Very  few 
bare  gas  flames  are  now  burned  by  consumers.  The  average  gas 
consumer  now  realizes  that  it  is  far  more  economical  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  savings  in  gas  bills  resulting  from  the  u;9e  of  in- 
candescent burners  that  utilize  the  heat  content  of  the  gas.  High 
candle  power  in  gas  is  procured  only  by  the  injection  of  an  oil 
spray  during  the  process  of  manufacture.  Due  to  the  recent 
marked  increase  in  the  price  of  petroleum  products,  oil  for  gas- 
making  purposes  is  growing  more  and  more  expensive.  Econo- 
mies in  the  respondent's  operating  expenses  are  to  be  effected  by 
the  elimination  of  an  unessential  candle-power  restriction.  Ac- 
cordingly, the  Commission  will  permit  the  respondent,  should  it 
so  desire,  to  lower  its  candle-power  standard ;  but  will  not  permit  a 
decrease  of  the  existing  heat-unit  standard  of  600  British  thermal 
units  per  cubic  foot  of  gas.  Otherwise  the  respondent's  gas 
product  is  to  conform  strictly  to  this  Commission's  "rules  estab- 
lishing standards  of  service  for  gas." 

Present  Rates. 

[36,  37]  The  present  rates  for  gas  service  charged  by  the  re- 
spondent in  Springfield,  as  filed  with  this  Commission,  are  as 
follows : 

Per  Month. 

1  MiDfmnm    (collected  quarterly)    •. .« .' $0.25  (npt> 

2  First     10,000  cubic  feet  @  $1.^0  per  M.  (gross),  less  $0.20  discount     1.00   (net) 

3  Next    10,000  cubic  feet  m  $1.10  per  M.  (grossK  less  S0.2Q  diBcoiunt    .0.90  (net) 

4  Next     30,000  cubic  feot  @  $1.00  per  M.  (gross),  less  I  ;0.20  discount     0.80   (net) 

5  Next    50,000  cubic  feet  @  $0.05  per  M.  (gh>88>,  less  ^0.20  discount    a75  (net> 

6  Next     50,000  cubic  feet  m  50.90  per  m.  ( gross >,  less  110.20  discount     0.70  (net) 

7  Next     50.000  cubic  feet  ®  $0.85  per  M.  (gross),  less  i  10.20  discount    0.65  (net) 

8  Ovpr  200,000  cubic  feet  ®  $0.80  per  M.  (gross),  lees  $0.20  discount  O.W  (n^t) 
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The  above  schedule  of  gas  rates  is  technically  of  block  form 
and  was  placed  in  effect  upon  December  1,  1913.  The  primary 
block  of  10,000  cubic  feet  at  the  $1  (net)  rate  has  remained  un- 
changed sin^e  1894.  The  discount  is  secured  by  all  consumers 
who  pay  the  monthly  bills  prior  to  the  10th  day  of  the  month 
in  which  statements  are  rendered  by  the  respondent  The  dis- 
count of  20  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  is  unusual;  the 
usual  discount  among  gas  utilities  is  10  cents  per  thousand  cubio 
feet,  and  this  amount  of  discount  is  found  to  be  reasonable  in 
this  case.  The  evidence  in  this  case  shows  the  minimum  bill  of 
25  cents  per  month  to  be  exceptionally  low ;  the  eustomary  charge 
in  other  cities  of  a  size  comparable  to  Springfield .  is  60  cents 
per  month.  The  evidence  shows  that  an  increase  in  the  minimum 
biU  from  25  cents  per  month  to  50  cents  per  month  is  justifiable. 
The  Commission  accordingly  finds  a  minimum  charge,  of  50  cents 
per  month  per  meter  to  be  reasonable.  As  nearly  as  may  be  ascer- 
tained from  the  record,  this  increase  in  the  minimum  bill  will 
produce  between  $4,000  and  $5,000  additional  annual  revenue  to 
the  respondent. 

The  Commission  finds  and  determines  that  the  rates  hereto- 
fore charged  for  gas  service  by  the  Springfield  Gas  &  Electric 
Company,  in  so  far  as  such  rates  differ  from  the  rates  hereinafter 
ordered  to  be  placed  in  effect,  are  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and 
that  the  ju6t  and  reasonable  rates  to  be  charged  by  the  said  com- 
pany and  to  be  hereafter  observed  and  enforced  are  those  herein- 
after fixed.  In  addition  to  all  reasonable  fixed  and  operating  ^- 
penses  incurred  in  the  manufacture  of  gas  in  Springfield,  the 
Commission  finds  that  a  fair  return  upon  a  reasonable  valuation 
of  the  gas  property  of  the  Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company 
is  to  be  derived  in  revenues  received  from  the  gas  rates  fixed  by 
order  hereinafter. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  rates  and  charges  which  are 
to  be  hereafter  observed  and  enforced  in  the  city  of  Springfield, 
Illinois,  by  the  Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company  (gas  depart- 
ment), until  subsequently  modified  either  in  an  ord^r  6i  this 
Commission  or  in  other  manner  provided  by  statute,  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  the  following  schedule: 
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RATES  FOR  GAS  SERVICE 

Authorieed  to  he  charged  by  the 

SPRINGFIELD  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY 

in  Springfield,  Illinois.  ^ 

Rate. 

Per  Thousand 
Cubic  Feet. 

1  For  the  first    10,000  cubic  feet  used  per  month '. .  .$0.90  (gross) 

Z  For  the  next    10,000  cubic  feet  used  per  month 0.85  (gross) 

3  For  the  next    30,000  cubic  feet  used  per  month 0.80  (gri>BS) 

4  For  the  mat  150,000  cubic  feet  used  per  month 0.75  (gross) 

5  For  all  over  200,000  cubic  feet  used  per  month 0.70  (gross) 

Discount, 
A' discount  of  10  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  ffas  shall  be  allowed 
upon  all  accounts  paid  in  full  within  ten  days  after  me  date  of  the  state- 
ment. Statements  aball  be  rendered  monthly,  on  a  day  reasonably  close  to 
the  first  of  the  month.  The  date  of  the  statement  shall  be  the  day  of  the 
month  upon  which  statements  are  mailed  (or  otherwise  distributed)  to 
the  consumers  of  Springfield. 

Minimum  Bill. 
A  minimum  charge  of  50  cents  per  month  per  meter  shall  be  assessed 
monthly  to  each  consumer  who  fails  to  use  at  least  626  cubic  feet  of  gas 
per  meter  per  month. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  aforesaid  new  schedule  of  gas 
rates  shall  become  effective  within  thirty  days  after  the  date  of 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  quality  of  gas  furnished  in 
Springfield  shall  accord  with  the  "standards  for  gas  service'' 
established  heretofore  (or  which  may  hereafter  be  established) 
by  this  Commission,  except  that  the  heat  content  shaU  be  not  less 
than  600  British  thermal  units  per  cubic  foot  of  gas. 

By  order  of  the  Commission,  at  Springfield,  Illinois,  this  9th 
day  of  March,  1916. 


WISCONSIN  KAUiROAP  COHMiSSION. 

C.  S.  JACKMAN  et  al. 

V. 

JANESVILLB  ELECTHIC  COMPAlTr. 

i4«gporMonm«ta— Cost— BtectrioOtf  — Clufnpe    from   direct   to    altsr- 
noting  current  service"^  Consumer* s  equipment  made  usele^^ 

1.  Upon  direct  current  motor  equipment  being  made  uselew  hy 
the  substitution  of  alternating  current  service,  which  reduces  utility 
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operating  expenses,  but  gives  this  consumer  no  benefit  not  received 
by  others,  the  consumer  should  lose  the  amount  of  his  equipment  depre- 
ciation; and  the  utility  should  stand  the  cost  of  making  the  change,  and 
either  purchase  the  equipment  at  its  present  service  value  for  direct 
current^  or  pay  the  difference  between  suck  value  and  the  secondhand 
value. 
JUites  —  JBIeotHc  —  Change  from  direct  to  alternating  current -^Con^ 
emnier'B  equipment  made  ueeless^Beimhureement. 

2.  The  preeent  service  value  of  direct  eorreat  motor  equipment> 
for  which  a  utility  must  pay  upon  substituting  alternating  current 
service,  should  be  determined  by  multiplying  the  original  cost  of  the 
equipment  less  scrap  value  by  its  per  cent  condition,  ascertained  from 
inspection,  taking  iato  consideration  its  useful  life  and  the  care  given 
in  service,  and  by  adding  the  scrap  value  to  the  result. 

Return^' Amortization  ^'Expense  of  change  from  direct  to  alternat- 
ing service  ^'Conaumer' 9  equipment  made  useless  ^^  Suapenee 
account. 

3.  Payments  to  oonsmners  for  direct  current  motor  equipment 
made  useless  by  the  substitution  of  alternating  current  service  should 
be  held  in  a  suspense  account  and  amortized  over  a  period  not  to 
exceed  ten  years,  since  the  payments  cannot  be  charged  to  the  perma- 
nent ciq[>ital  account. 

[January  26,  1916.] 

Complaint  by  C.  S.  Jackman  and  other  consumers  that  the 
part  of  their  expense,  upon  direct  current  motor  equipment  being 
made  useless  by  the  substitution  of  alternating  current  system, 
that  the  Janesville  Electric  Company  proposes  to  bear,  is  unrea- 
sonably small ;  sustained,  and  ordered  that  a  greater  amount  be 
borne  by  the  utility  according  to  a  method  set  out  in  the  opinion 
and  order. 

[1-3]  By  the  Commission:  The  petition  alleges  in  substance 
that  the  Janesville  Electric  Company  is  furnishing,  and  tas  for 
many  years  furnished,  both  direct  and  alternating  electric  cur- 
rent service  in  the  city  of  Janesville,  and  that  the  petitioners 
some  years  ago  were  obliged  to  use  the  direct  current  service, 
and  to  purchase  motors  that  operate  on  direct  rather  than  alter- 
nating current;  that  the  utility  has  notified  its  direct  current 
ognsnmers  that  ob  January  1^  1916,  it  would  discontinue  its 
direct  current  service;  and  that  it  would  cost  the  petitioners  a 
hxgd  amoEunt  of  monerjr  to  replace  their  direct  current  motors 
with  motors  that  will  operate  on  alternating  current  The  peti- 
ticm  farther  states  that  the  respondent  expeets  to  assume  a  very 
small  piK^rtion  of  the  expense  of  making  such  change,  but 
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that  the  petitioners  believe  that  all  expense  of  the  change  should 
be  assumed  by  the  respondent.  No  formal  answer  was  filed  by 
tiie  respondent. 

Hearing  was  held  at  Janesville  October  19,  1915,  R.  W.  Jack- 
man  appearing  for  petitioners  and  M.  G.  Jeffries  for  respondent. 

The  testimony  shows  that  the  respondent  originally  supplied 
only  direct  current  service  in  the  downtown  district.  Alternat- 
ing current  was  supplied  in  the  outlying  districts  before  it  was 
available  in  the  sections  which  have  the  direct  current  service 
at  the  present  time.  In  1905  direct  curr^it  was  available  in  a 
portion  of  this  district,  and  since  that  time  the  consumers  have 
been  gradually  changed  from  direct  to  alternating  current  serv- 
ice. The  original  elevator  equipment  in  the  Jackman  block, 
however,  was  replaced  by  new  direct  current  equipment  in  1911, 
although,  with  but  few  exceptions,  the  other  motors  now  supplied 
with  direct  current  are  those  first  installed. 

On  November  15,  1914,  all  power  consumers  on  direct  cur- 
rent circuits  were  notified  that  on  January  1,  1916,  the  respon- 
dent would  cease  to  furnish  direct  current  in  the  city  of  Janes- 
ville. In  the  notice  the  statement  was  made  that  less  than  100 
consumers  using  less  than  10  per  cent  of  the  output  of  the  plant 
were  then  connected  to  the  direct  current  circuits,  and  that  the 
cost  to  the  respondent  of  supplying  this  service  was  in  excess 
of  that  for  alternating  current. 

After  this  notice  was  issued  by  the  respondent,  most  of  the 
remaining  direct  current  consumers  were  changed  to  alternating 
current.  This  was  hastened  to  some  extent  by  the  city  ordinance 
requiring  pole  lines  to  be  removed  by  May  1,  1916,  from  certain 
streets  in  the  section  where  several  of  the  direct  current  installa- 
tions are  located.  In  most  cases  the  respondent  agreed  to  pay 
part  of  the  cost  of  replacing  the  direct  current  motor  equipment 
which  was  rendered  useless  in  its  present  place  of  service  by 
the  change  in  current.  Such  was  not  the  case  with  the  passenger 
elevator  equipment  in  the  Jackman  and  Hayes  blocks.  The  rea* 
son  given  for  making  an  exception  in  the  case  of  the  Jackman 
block  was  that  the  respondent  recommended  in  1911  that  the  new 
equipment  be  of  the  alternating  current  type,  as  it  was  expected 
that  direct  current  would  soon  be  abandoned.  The  complain- 
ants deny  that  such*  reeommendatiozis  were  made.     Ko  docu- 
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mentary  evidence  wae  offered  by  either  party  to  substantiate  their 
claims,  and  the  record  is  not  clear  r^arding  this  point.  The  re- 
spondent contends  that  the  elevator  in  the  Hayes  block  has  depre- 
ciated to  a  point  where  but  little  loss  would  be  sustained  by  the 
consumer  in  abandoning  it.  The  elevator  was  installed  in  1901, 
and  is  operating  in  a  manner  that  is  satisfactory  to  the  owners. 
These  two  installations  will  be  considered  on  the  same  basis  as 
all  others,  as  it  was  not  demonstrated  that  they  should  be  other- 
wise considered. 

Where  changes  were  made  from  direct  to  alternating  current 
equipment  previous  to  the  hearing,  each  instance  was  considered 
individually,  and  an  agreement  reached  without  adopting  any 
particular  principle.  The  board  of  directors  of  the  utility,  how- 
ever, after  the  complaint  was  filed  with  this  Commission,  decided 
to  assume  a  portion  of  the  cost  of  changing  the  equipment,  not 
to  exceed  the  consumer's  direct  current  power  bill  for  the  year 
previous  to  the  change. 

The  success  of  any  innovation  depends  upon  its  effect  on  exist- 
ing conditions  at  the  time  it  is  instituted.  The  value  of  a  new 
device  or  method  for  performing  any  useful  service  as  compared 
with  the  old  must  be  determined  by  the  increased  efficiency, 
adequacy,  safety,  and  convenience.  This  value  must  be  greater 
in  the  long  run  than  the  entire  cost  of  abandoning  the  old  device 
or  method  and  installing  the  new ;  otherwise  there  would  be  no 
justification  for  making  the  changes.  This  fact  was  undoubtedly 
considered  by  the  utility  before  deciding  that  it  was  necessary 
to  discontinue  direct  current  service.  The  same  general  principle 
should  apply  to  the  present  case,  and  all  those  benefiting  by 
increased  efficiency  of  new  equipment  should  bear  in  proportion 
to  their  benefits  4he  cost  of  replacing  the  old  equipment  There 
can  be  little  doubt  but  that  each  consumer  has  a  right  to  pur- 
chase in  the  open  market  such  new  electrical  equipment  as  he 
desires,  and  utilize  it,  subject  only  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  utility.  It  may  be  found  necessary  or  convenient  to 
change  the  type  of  the  equipment,  the  number  or  size  of  the 
motors,  or  it  may  seem  best  to  change  motive  power  entirely. 
For  this  reason  it  is  well  to  eliminate  the  purchase  of  new  equip- 
ment from  the  case,  and  consider  only  the  damage,  to  the  in- 
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dividual  oonsnzaer^  of  depriving  him  of  direet  current  service 
when  he  has  purchased  direct  current  motor  equipment 

Under  commission  regulation  it  may  be  assumed  that  an  in- 
crease in  plant  efficiency  benefits  all  consumers.  The  abandon* 
ment  or  reduction  of  the  extent  of  direct  current  service  will 
make  the  Janesville  system  simpler  and  more  efficient,  and  will 
tend  to  reduce  operating  expenses.  However,  the  consumers 
whose  direct  current  equipment  is  replaced  at  this  time  will  re^ 
ceive  no  greater  benefit  from  the  change  than  that  enjoyed  by 
every  other  patron  of  the  company.  Such  conaumers,  therefore^ 
should  not  be  subjected  to  any  pecuniary  loss  in  coimection  with 
the  change  of  equipment.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  utility  were 
required  to  stand  the  entire  cost  of  making  the  change,  and  this 
change  resulted  in  replacing  secondhand  or  worn  equipment  with 
new  equipment,  they  would  thereby  be  paying  for  renewing  that 
part  of  the  equipment  that  had  been  worn  out  by  the  consumer* 

It  would  appear  that,  to  be  fair  to  both  interests,  the  consumer 
should  pay  for  the  depreciation  of  his  direct  current  installa- 
tion, and  the  utility  for  that  part  that  is  still  useful,  but  for 
which  the  consumer  is  unable  to  realize,  plus  the  cost  of  making 
the  change. 

We  find  that  the  practice  heretofore  followed  by  the  respondent 
with  respect  to  the  replacement  of  direct  current  consimier's 
equipment  by  alternating  current  equipment  is  unreasonable, 
and  that  a  greater  proportion  of  the  expense  of  such  changes 
should  be  borne  by  the  utility.  We  regard  the  following  method 
as  a  reasonable  one  upon  which  to  apportion  the  cost  of  making 
changes  when  the  respondent  desires  to  discontinue  the  direct 
current  service: 

1.  Determine  the  original  cost  of  the  motor  and  control  equip- 
ment, and  deduct  its  scrap  value  from  that  original  cost. 

2.  Determine  by  inspection  the  per  cent  condition  of  the  equip- 
ment, taking  into  account  its  remaining  useful  life  and  the  care 
it  has  had  while  in  service. 

3.  Apply  the  per  cent  condition  to  the  original  cost  less  scrap 
valuer  and — 

4.  Add  the  scrap  value  to  the  result  thus  obtained,  to  give  the 
present  service  value  of  the  motor  equipment  before  the  direct 
current  service  is  discontinued. 

P.U.R.1916C 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


JACKMAN  ▼.  JAN£SVILL£  ELECTRIC  CO.     .  406 

It  is  optional  with  the  respondent  as  to  when  any  consumer 
or  gronp  of  consumers  is  changed  from  direct  to  alternating 
current  service.  The  utiUt j  should  also  have  the  option  of  offer- 
ing  to  purchase  the  direct  current  motor  equipment  at  its  present 
service  value,  or  of  reimbursing  the  consumer  for  the  differ^ice 
between  present  service  value  and  secondhand  value  received  by 
the  consumer  when  he  sells  his  equipnaent* 

If  the  utility  maintains  a  direct  current  circuit  for  a  number 
of  years,  the  cost  <ft  making  the  change  on  the  above  basis  will  be 
reduced  because  of  the  continual  depreciation  of  the  motor  equip- 
ment. If  the  circuit  is  maintained  for  perhaps  ten  or  twelve 
years,  the  company  should  have  little  if  any  obligation  in  connec- 
tion with  the  direct  current  motors  in  service  until  that  time. 
This  proceeding  does  not  cover  motor  equipment  owned  by  those 
consumers  having  their  own  power  plants  and  utilizing  the  serv- 
ice of  the  Janesville  Electric  Company  only  occasionally. 

It  is  expected  that  all  amounts  expended  in  compliance  with 
the  order  herein  shall  be  held  in  a  suspense  account,  properly 
labeled  to  establish  its  identity,  and  amortized  over  a  period  of 
not  to  exceed  ten  years,  since  the  Commission  does  not  regard 
this  as  an  expenditure  properly  chargeable  to  the  permanent  capi- 
tal account. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  respondent,  the  Janesville 
Electric  Company,  in  abandoning  direct  current  service  in  the 
city  of  Janesville,  shall  at  its  option  either — 

1.  Purchase  from  each  consumer  who  desires  to  enter  into 
such  an  agreement  all  direct  current  motor  equipment  owned  by 
said  consumer  which  is  rendered  useless  in  its  present  location 
because  of  the  discontinuance  of  the  direct  current  service;  the 
price  to  be  paid  for  such  equipment  to  be  ascertained  as  herein- 
before described ;  or — 

2.  Reimburse  each  of  the  above  consumtrs  for  the  difference 
between  the  above  price  and  the  sum  which  he  actually  receives 
for  his  motor  equipment  when  he  sells  it. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  at  least  sixty  days  before  future 

changes  from  direct  to  alternating  current  service  are  made,  the 

respondent  shall  notify  the  consumer  of  its  estimate  of  the  value 

of  each  motor  to  be  purchased  under  the  provisions  of  this  order. 

Any  change  which  has  been  made  since  the  date  of  filing  the 
P.U.R.i916C. 
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complaint  herein,  namely,  July  14,  1915,  which  has  not  been 
adjusted  in  conformity  to  the  terms  of  this  order,  may  be  brought 
up  for  readjustment  within  ninety  days  from  the  date  of  this 
order,  and  the  respondent  shall  make  such  readjustment  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  herein  specified. 

In  disputed  cases  the  Commission  will  issue  a  supplementary 
order  fixing  the  amount  to  be  paid  by  the  respondent  to  the 
consumer. 

Eailroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  by  WalSer  Alexander,  Hal- 
ford  Erickson,  Carl  D.  Jackson,  Commissioners. 


WEST  VIRGINIA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

A.  S.  THORN" 

v. 

MONTGOMERY  LIGHT  &  WATER  IMPROVEMENT 

COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  408;  Formal  CcHmplaiiit  No.  67.] 

IN  RE  MONTGOMERY  LIGHT  &  WATER  IMPROVEMENT 

COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  421.] 

Service -^  Water  ^Purity  ^Inadequate  revenue. 

1.  A  water  utility  must  furnish  pure  water,  althongli  its  revenues 
are  not  sufficient  for  such  purpose. 

Rates  ^  Waters  Pure  supply  condition  precedent  to  increase, 

2.  A  water  company  furnishing  impure  water  and  receiving  an 
inadequate  revenue  will  not  be  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  or  to  put 
a  meter  rate  into  effect,  until  after  a  pure  supply  is  furnished. 

Valuation^ Water ^WorUing  capital  amounU 

3.  The  sum  of  $807.80  was  held  proper  working  capital  for  a  water 
system  valued  at  $22,102.20. 

JHetum  —  Water  —  7  per  cent. 

4.  An  allowance  of  7  per  cent  was  made 'for  return  from  a  water 
plant  in  fixing  the  operating  expenses. 

Vepreciation^Water^S  per  cent. 

6.  In  fixing  the  operating  expenses  of  a  water  system,  an  allowance 
of  6  per  cent  was  made  for  depreciation,  upkeep,  and  repairs  of  a  poorly 
constructed  plant  having  steel  mains  with  a  shorter  life  than  cast  iron. 

[February  29,  1916.] 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Petition  oI  A.  S.  Thorn  against  the  Montgomery  Light  ^ 
Water  Improvement  Company,  a  corporation,  praying  that  said 
company  be  reqidred  to  furnish  pure  and  wholesome  water  in 
the  town  of  Montgomery;  granted. 

Petition  of  the  Montgomerj'  Light  &  Water  Lnprovement 
Company  asking  for  permission  to  increase  rates  and  to  fix  meter 
rates;  refused  as  to  increase  of  rates;  granted  as  to  fixing  meter 
rates.    The  value  of  the  system  was  fixed  at  $23,000. 

Appearances:  A.  S.  Thorn,  complainant;  C,  T,  Dyer  for  town 
of  Montgomery  and  individual  respondents;  and  J.  E.  Burgess 
for  Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Improvement  Company. 

Northcott,  Chairman:  On  September  13th,  1916,  A.  S. 
Thorn  filed  with  the  Commission  his  formal  complaint,  duly 
verified,  alleging  that  the  Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Improve- 
ment Company,  a  corporation,  engaged  in  the  business  of  furnish- 
ing and  supplying  water  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Mont- 
gomery, Fayette  county,  in  the  state  of  West  Virginia,  was 
failing  to  comply  with  the  conditions  and  terms  of  its  franchise, 
in  that  it  was  furnishing  (a)  water,  miiddy  and  unfit  for' use  dur- 
ing a  large  part  of  the  year;  (b)  water  which,  when  filtered,  was 
so  impregnated  with  alum  and  other  injurious  substances  as  to 
render  it  unwholesome  for  cooking  and  other  purposes;  and  (c) 
that,  on  account  of  imperfect  pumping  arrangements,  when  the 
river  from  which  the  supply  was  obtained  was  at  a  reasonably 
high  stage,  no  water  could  be  pumped  into  the  reservoir  of  said 
company,  and  that  sometimes  for  two  or  three  days  some  of  the 
consumers  of  said  company  were  without  water. 

On  October  15th,  1915,  the  Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Im- 
provement Company  filed  with  the  Commission  its  petition,  duly 
verified,  alleging, .  among  other  things,  that  the  revenue  derived 
from  its  business  would  not"  provide  sufficient  funds  to  make 
necessary  improvements,  and  requesting  the  Commission  to  raise 
its  rates;  also  requested  the  Commission  to  fix  meter  rates,  it 
having  no  rate  for  water  furnished  by  meter  at  the  time  of  the 
filing  of  the  petition. 

On  the  19th  day  of  October,  1915,  a  hearing  was  had  on  the 
Thorn  complaint  at  the  town  of  Montgomery,  by  Commissioner 
Morgan,  and  a  number  of  witnesses  were  examiaed,  and  oxi^  Jan- 
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uary  14,  1916,  another  hearing  was  had  at  the  town  of  Mont- 
gomery, by  Commissioner  Morgan,  on  the  petition  of  the  com- 
pany, and  a  number  of  witnesses  were  examined.  On  the  11th 
day  of  February,  1916,  both  cases  were  argued  together  before 
the  Commission,  at  its  ofiSce  in  Charleston,  and  the  cases  sub- 
mitted. 

[1,2]  It  is  clear  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  the  water 
being  furnished  by  the  Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Improvement 
Company  is  not  fit  for  use,  and  this  fact  is  practically  admitted 
by  the  company  through  its  representative.  It  is  in  the  evi- 
dence and  undisputed  that  the  company  was  not,  at  the  time  of 
submission  of  the  case,  filtering  the  water  it  furnished  its  con- 
sumers. It  is  also  undisputed  in  the  evidence  that  when  the 
company  did  filter  the  water,  which  it  only  did  for  a  short  period 
of  time,  its  appliances  for  filtering  were  not  such  that  the  proper 
allowance  of  chemicals  were  put  in  the  water.  This  is  also  ad- 
mitted by  Burgess,  president  of  the  company.  It  is  clear  that 
the  Commission  cannot  permit  such  a  condition  to  continue.  The 
Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Improvement  Company,  by  engaging 
in  the  business  of  supplying  water  to  the  inhabitants  of  Mont- 
gomery, and  m  collecting  revenue  therefrom,  incurs  certain  obli- 
gations which  it  cannot  escape.  Among  these  obligations  is 
certainly  the  duty  of  furnishing  pure  and  wholesome  water.  Any 
price  that  it  may  charge  for  water  that  is  not  pure  and  wholesome 
is  too  much,  and  it  cannot  be  heard  to  say  that  its  revenue  is  not 
sufficient  to  enable  it  to  furnish  pure  and  wholesome  water.  It 
must  first  meet  the  duty  devolving  upon  it  to  furnish  water 
that  is  fit  for  use,  and  then,  upon  proper  application,  the  Commis- 
sion will  grant  to  it  adequate  revenue,  considering  all  the  cir- 
cumstances in  the  case. 

It  is  therefore  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  com- 
plaint of  Thorn  against  the  company  should  be  sustained,  and 
the  company  is  directed,  within  ninety  days  from  this  date,  so  to 
equip  and  operate  its  plant  as  to  furnish  to  its  consumers  pure 
and  wholesome  water,  fit  for  use. 

Under  the  finding  of  the  Commission,  as  above  set  out,  it  is 
clear  that  the  application  of  the  Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Im- 
provement Company  for  an  increase  in  its  present  rates  must 
be  denied,  but  its  application  for  the  fixing  of  meter  rates,  no 
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meter  rates  being  at  the  present  in  existence  for  the  oompany, 
will  be  granted^  with  the  distinct  understanding,  however,  that 
8(ach  rates  shall  not  go  into  effect  until  the  company  is  furnish- 
ing to  its  consumers  filtered  water,  of  a  character  fit  for  use. 

[3]  In  entering  upon  the  consideration  of  what  meter  rates 
should  be  fixed,  the  Commission  is  somewhat  at  a  loss  as  to  the 
fixing  the  same,  owing  to  the  insufficient  data  in  the  record  upon 
which  to  base  any  rates.  The  first  question  to  be  settled  is  the 
value  of  the  company's  plant.  From  the  evidence  it  seems  to 
the  CcHumission  that  it  is  reasonable  to  fix  the  value  of  the  plant, 
as  at  present^  at  $16,000.  It  is  testified  to  and  undisputed  that 
to  equip  the  entire  plant  with  meters  and  install  them  properly 
would  cost  $7,102.20.  To  this  should  properly  be  added  a  sum 
for  working  capital,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission, 
should  be  placed  at  $807.80,  making  a  total  value  of  the  plant, 
fully  equipped  with  meters,  of  $23,000. 

[4]  Upon  this  value  so  fixed  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion 
that  an  allowance  for  return  to  the  investors,  under  the  conditions 
surrounding  this  plant,  of  7  per  cent,  should  be  fixed,  making  the 
sum  due  the  investors  on  this  item  $1,610. 

[5]  On  the  question  of  proper  allowance  for  depreciation,  the 
evidence  is  undisputed  that  this  is  a  poorly  constructed  plant,  and 
one  that  will  depreciate  very  rapidly.  The  mains  are  laid  with 
steel  pipe,  the  life  of  which  is  short  as  compared  with  cast-iron 
pipe,  and  the  Commission  has  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  5 
per  cent  per  annum  would  be  a  proper  allowance  for  the  depre^ 
ciation,  including,  however,  all  up-keep  and  repairs.  This  item 
will  amount  to  $1,150,  making  total  that  the  company  should  be 
allowed  to  earn  over  and  above  proper  expenses  of  $2,760. 

On  the  question  of  proper  expense,  the  Commission  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  following  monthly  expense  is  sufficient  for  the 
running  of  the  company : 

Day  engineer  $60.00 

Lineman   60.00 

Manager    60.00 

Fuel 75.00 

Taxes 21.35 

Chemicals   120.00 

Incidentals   20.31 

Total    $416.66 
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This  multiplied  by  12  would  make  the  annual  amount  neces- 
sary for  the  expense  of  running  the  company  $5,000.  We  have, 
then,  the  f  oHowing  as  the  items  of  total  revenue  that  the  ocMnpany 
should  be  allowed  to  earn  annually:^ 

Expense    $5,000.00 

Depreciation,  including  up-keep  and  repairs 1,160.00 

Return  on  investment 1,610.00 

Total $7,760.00 

From  the  list  of  the  company's  consumers,  and  the  beet  esti- 
mates that  can  be  made  as  to  the  amount  of  water  that  would  be 
used  by  each,  the  following  meter  rates  will,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commission,  furnish  about  the  amount  of  revenue  that  the 
company  should  be  permitted  to  earn : 

Monthly. 
Minimum  or  readiness  to  serve  charge,  with  consumption  of  1^600 

gallons    75< 

Next     1,500  gallons  (per  1,000  gallons)    45^ 

Next    2,000  gallons  "  40^ 

Next    6,000  gallons  "  80^ 

Next    6,000  gallons  "  20< 

Next     5,000  gallons  "  15< 

Next  10,000  gallons  "  10# 

Next  20,000  gallons  "  8< 

In  order  that  it  may  be  known  just  what  amount  these  rates 
will  furnish  to  the  company,  it  is  the  direction  of  the  Commission 
that  the  company  shall,  at  the  expiration  of  one  year  after  it  has 
installed  the  meters,  file  with  the  Commission  a  statement  of  its 
receipts  and  expenditures. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  accordance  with  this  opinion. 

Dawson  and  Morgan,  Commissioners,  concur. 


ARIZONA  CORPORATION  OOBfMISSION. 

W.  R.  BERTEAM 

V. 

PACIFIC  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 
[Informal  Complaint  189.] 

CovMnisHons  ^  Powers  ^  Misappropriation  of  service. 

1.  The  Arizona  Commission  cannot  pass  upon  the  question  whether 
a  public  utility  consumer  has  misappropriated  service. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Service  ^  Discfnttinuance  "^  Misappropriation  of  service, 

2.  Reasonable  belief  that  a  consumer  is  misappropriating  electricity 
justifies  discontinuance  of  that  service,  but  does  not  also  justify  cutting 
off  his  gas. 

Hates  ^£iectrieity^  Misappropriation  of  current. 

3.  Payment  for  electricity  misappropriated  by  a  consimier  should 
be  based  on  the  average  bill  for  dwellings  having  the  same  number  of 
rooms  and  occupants,  and  not  upon  his  maximum  monthly  consumption. 

Service -^  Meconnection '^  Fee  ^  Right  to  charge, 

4.  A  reeonnection  fee  may  be  charged  for  electricity,  but  not  for 
gas,  upon  restoring  both  services  which  were  cut  off  because  of  a  rea- 
sonable belief  that  the  consumer  had  misappropriated  electricity. 

[February  25,  1916.] 

Complaint  by  W.  K.  Bertram  that  the  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric 
Company  has  cut  off  gaa  and  electric  service.  It  being  found 
that  the  disconnection  was  made  because  of  the  company's  belief 
of  misappropriation  of  electricity  by  the  consumer,  it  was  or- 
dered that  gas  be  reconnected  forthwith  without  any  fee,  and 
that  electricity  be  reconnected  upon  payment  for  the  electricity 
and  of  a  reeonnection  fee. 

Appearances:  0.  L.  Gust  for  complainant;  H.  L.  AUer  for 
respondent. 

[1]  By  the  Commission:  January  21,  1916,  W.  R  Bertram 
informally  complained  that  the  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company 
had  disconnected  gas  and  electric  service  and  discontinued  serv- 
ing gas  and  electricity  at  his  residence,  No.  317  West  Portland 
street,  PhoBnix,  on  or  about  December  2,  1915.  Complainant 
asked  that  the  reasons  for  discontinuance  of  these  utilities  be 
ascertained,  and  that  service  be  restored. 

Pursuant  to  notice,  a  hearing  was  held  on  January  28,  1916. 
Complainant  has  been  a  consumer  of  gas  and  electricity  at  his 
home  for  the  past  two  years,  and  states  that  he  has  paid  his  bills 
promptly  as  rendered,  and  has  complied  with  respondent's  rules. 

Respondent  asserts  that,  on  account  of  the  erratic  or  irregular 
performance  of  complainant's  electric  meter,  and  the  small 
amount  of  current  recorded,  it  suspected  that  the  meter  or  wires 
had  been  tampered  with  for  the  purpose  of  under-recording  the 
amount  of  current  actually  consumed  in  complainant's  house. 

From  the  testimony  of  oflSioers  and  employees  of  respondent, 
it  appears  that^  through  authority  of  a  search  warrant,  access  to 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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complainant's  house  was  had  on  December  2,  1915,  and  an 
inspection  of  the  wires  in  the  garret  led  them  to  believe  recent 
changes  had  been  made,  from  which  they  concluded  that  current 
had  been  misappropriated,  although  no  irregularities  then 
existed. 

The  Commission  is  not  empowered  to  pass  upon  the  all^a- 
tions  of  public  service  corporations  as  to  ndaappropriation  of 
service  by  consumers.  Such  matters  are  solely  within  the  juris- 
diction of  our  courts,  and  public  service  corporations  have  their 
remedy  in  these  tribunals. 

[2]  It  appears  that  soon  after  electric  service  had  been  dis- 
continued, complainant  was  deprived  of  gas.  Manager  for  re- 
spondent stated  that,  although  he  had  not  beei).  able  to  discover 
any  evidence  of  gas  having  been  taken  in  excess  of  the  amount 
paid  for,  he  has  a  right  to  discontinue  serving  gas  to  persons  he 
believes  may  be  pilfering  electricity.  We  believe  the  company 
erred  in  discontinuing  gas  service  under  these  conditions. 

A  public  service  corporation  is  fully  justified  in  discontinuing 
service  to  a  consumer  who  they  have  good  reason  to  believe  may 
be  manipulating  meters  or  services  for  the  purpose  of  secur- 
ing a  greater  amount  of  service  than  is  being  paid  for.  From 
the  record,  we  must  conclude  that  the  company  in  this  instance 
was  justified  in  disconnecting  electric  current. 

[3]  It  appears  that  Mr.  Bertram  has  approached  the  com- 
pany two  or  three  times  in  an  effort  to  secure  an  adjustment  of 
existing  differences.  Respondent  company  advised  Mr.  Bertranji 
that  service  would  be  restored  if  he  would  pay  for  each  month 
during  the  years  1914  and  1915  a  sum  equal  to  the  maximum 
amount  consumed  in  any  month. 

The  record  shows  that  in  January,  1915,  fifty-one  kilowatt 
hours  were  used  and  that  a  bill  for  $5.10  was  paid.  The  com- 
pany contends  that  Mr.  Bertram  should  pay  $5.10  for  every 
month  that  electric  current  has  been  supplied  him.  The  next 
highest  bill  paid  by  Mr.  Bertram  was  $2.10  for  February,  1915- 
Bills  of  $1.90  were  paid  for  the  month  of  February  and  the 
month  of  October,  1914.  For  the  seventeen  month  period, 
February,  1914,  to  June,  1915,  we  note  the  minimum  bill  of  $1 
was  paid  for  eight  months,  and  for  the  remaining  five  months 
billB  ranging  from  $1.10  to  $1.60  were  rendered  and  paid. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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The  company  provides  in  ita  printed  ^^ules  and  Relations," 
by  rule  No.  &:  "If  the  seal  of  a  meter  is  broken  or  in  case  the 
meter  fails  to  register  correctly,  from  any  cause,  the  consumer 
shall  pay  an  amount  estimated  from  the  records  of  his  use  and 
other  proper  data.*' 

The  statement  of  the  monthly  hills  paid  during  the  two-year 
period  referred  to  above  shows  that  in  August  Mr.  Bertram's 
house  was  closed,  and  that  no  electricity  was  used,  the  $1  mini- 
mum charge  having  been  paid. 

Mr.  Bertram's  house  contains  £ve  rooms,  and  his  family  con- 
sists of  himself  and  his  wife  only.  He  states  that  his  house  has 
not  always  been  occupied  continuously,  as  his  business  s<»Betiin?s 
calls  him  out  of  town,  during  which  time  his  house  is  closed. 

We  believe  the  parties  in  interest  should  adjust  the  matter  of 
electric  consumption  under  the  provisions  of  the  company's  rule 
above  quoted.  We  note  that  the  average  monthly  bill  paid  by 
complainant  for  the  seventeen  months  covered  by  the  statement 
filed  was  $1.53  peor  month.  We  understand  the  average  bill  for 
five-room  cottages  occupied  by  two  people  in  Phoenix  to  be  about 
$2  per  month.  If  the  average  exceeds  $2,  it  seems  to  us  a  fair 
adjustment  of  the  differences  that  exist  here  would  be  for  the 
company  to  render  a  bill  to  Mr.  Bertram  based  on  a  fair  average 
consumption  by  small  families  occupying  five-room  houses,  and 
that  upon  the  payment  of  such  bill  by  Mr.  Bertram,  together  with 
the  usual  charge  for  disconnection,  the  service  should  be  restored. 

[4]  As  previously  stated,  respondent  was  not  justified  in  dia- 
continuing  gas  service,  and  gas  service  should  be  reinstated  f  orth- 
^th.     An  order  will  be  entered  accordingly. 

ORDER. 

1.  Eespondent,  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  is  hereby 
notified  and  required  to  submit  to  Mr.  W.  R.  Bertram  of  Phoenix, 
on  or  before  March  1,  1916,  a  statement  or  bill  for  electric  cur- 
rent supplied  to  said  Bertram,  based  upon  the  average  bills  of 
electric  consumers  in  Phoenix  occupying  five-room  houses.  A 
copy  of  this  bill  or  statement  shall  be  furnished  to  this  Commis- 
sion; and 

It  is  further  ordered: 

2.  That,  upon  payment  of  the  bill  described  in  paragraph  1 
p.u.R.i0i6a 
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hereof^  together  with  proper  reconnection  fee,  Pacific  Gas  & 
Electric  Company  will  forthwith  reconnect  the  premises  of  W. 
K.  Bertram  and  serve  the  said  Bertram  with  electric  current 
under  the  rates  and  schedules  filed  with  this  Commission;  and 

It  is  further  ordered : 

3.  That  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company  forthwith  reconnect 
its  gas  mains  and  serve  W.  B.  Bertram  with  gas  at  the  rates 
filed  with  this  Commission^  without  penalty  for  reconnection. 


DISTRICT  OP  COIiXTMBIA  PUBIilO  UTILmES  COMMISSION. 

HE  AMENDMENT  OF  RTJLES  OF  PROCEDURE. 
[P.  U.  C.  No.  1915/1;  Order  No.  17S.] 

Rates  —  Rules  of  procedure  —  Filing  changes  and  revision  in  rates. 

Rules  of  procedure  for  utilities  operating  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia governing  the  filing  of  rates  and  tariffs  and  ohanges  and  revisions 
thereof  were  adopted  by  the  Commission. 

[March  8,  1916.] 

Order  adopting  rules  for  filing,  changing,  and  revising  rates. 

By  the  Commission:  Ordered  that  the  rules  of  procedure 
attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  order  !N'o.  171  of  this  Commis- 
sion be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  amended  by  the  addition  there- 
to, after  §  18,  of  the  following: 

Filing  of  Rates  and  Tariffs. 

19.  Each  public  utility  shall  file  with  the  Commission  sched- 
ules showing  all  rates,  tolls,  and  charges  which  are  in  effect  at 
the  date  of  filing,  and  all  rules  and  regulations  that  in  any  man- 
ner affect  the  rates  charged,  or  to  be  charged  for  any  service, 
such  schedules  to  be  printed  or  typewritten  upon  blank  forms  to 
be  furnished  by  the  Commission  and  to  be  filed  in  triplicate. 

Each  schedule  and  each  rule,  regulation,  special  clause,  or 
rider  of  a  schedule  shall  be  numbered  or  lettered  to  permit  ready 
reference. 

When  any  rate,  tariff,  or  rules  and  reflations  affecting  any 
rate  or  tariff,  of-  any  public  utility,  are  changed,  the  utility  shall 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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file  witli  the  Commiasion  within  tea  daye  after  receipt  by  it  of 
the  order  or  permission  to  make  such  change  a  revision  of  all  tha 
schedules  affected^  such  revisions  to  be  filed  in  triplicate  and  on 
forms  as  provided  above,  and  in  such  a  manner  that  an  entire 
sheet  may  be  substituted  in  the  files  of  the  Commission  for  each 
sheet  on  which  any  change  is  made.  In  cases  involving  a  change 
in  the  sheets  on  file^  new  sheets  shall  be  substituted  for  such 
sheets,  and  on  these  new  sheets  shall  appear  the  following  in  the 
upper  right  hand  comer;   "(1st)  Revision  of  Sheet  No.  (1)." 


TLUNOXS  PUBMC  UTUilTISS  COMMIBBIOS. 

RE  OLIVET  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[Na  414S.] 

Mont^poty  and  competition  —  Telephones  —  Invasion  of  occupied  terri' 

A  telephone  compuny  will  not  be  permitted  to  enter  a  small  town 
already  served,  although  onlj:  six  telephones  are  installed,  where  there 
is  no  complaint  as  to  rates,  services,  or  facilities  of  the  existing  com- 
pany, which  is  able  and  wiUing  to  serv«  all  applicants,  and  where  the 
proposed  q^tem  would  be  a  paitial  duplication  of  the  other. 

[February  17,  1916.] 

Appi-ication  of  the  Olivet  Telephone  Company  for  a  certifi- 
cate of  convenience  and  necessity  to  construct  and  operate  a 
telephone  system  in  the  town  of  Olivet  and  vicinity;  dismissed. 

By  the  Comnussion :  The  application  in  this  case  as  amended 
sets  forth  that  the  Olivet  Telephone  Company  is  a  corporation, 
and  that  it  desires  to  construct,  maintain,  and  operate  a  tele- 
phone system  in  the  town  of  Olivet,  Vermilion  county,  Illinois, 
and  vicinity.  This  application  was  accompanied  by  a  petition 
bearing  thirteen  signatures  of  pers(»is  purporting  to  be  residents 
and  property  owners  of  Olivet  and  vicinity,  who  joined  in  the 
request  that  the  application  of  the  telephone  company  be  granted. 

The  Vermilion  County  Telephone  Company,  with  headquar- 
ters at  Danville,  Illinois,  objected  to  the  granting  of  the  appli- 
cation* 

Hearings  were  held  before  the  Commission  at  Springfield  on 

P.UJt.l916C. 
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September  22,  1915,  and  October  5,  1915.  H.  S.  Hester  ap- 
peared for  the  petitioner,  the  Olivet  Telephone  Company;  and 
Ben  B.  Boynton,  attorney,  appeared  for  the  objector,  the  Ver- 
milion County  Telephone  Company. 

It  appears  that  Olivet  is  an  unincorporated  town  with  a  popu- 
lation of  about  250,  located  on  the  line  of  the  Illinois  Traction 
System  about  midway  between  Georgetown  and  Eidge  Farm  in 
Vermilion  county,  Illinois.  In  addition  to  the  residences  in  the 
town  there  are  two  stores,  a  church,  and  a  school  called  the 
"Illinois  Holiness  University." 

The  evidence  further  shows  that  at  the  present  time  the  Ver- 
milion County  Telephone  Company,  objector  herein,  owns  and 
operates  a  general  telephone  system  in  the  territory  in  question ; 
that  it  operates  a  telephone  exchange  at  Georgetown  and  also 
one  at  Eidge  Farm,  each  of  said  towns  being  about  2 J  miles  from 
Olivet.  Said  objector  also  owns  and  operates  rural  lines,  con- 
sisting of  metallic  circuits  extending  out  in  various  directions 
from  its  Georgetown  and  Eidge  Farm  exchanges.  Several  of 
these  rural  lines  are  located  in  Olivet  and  the  immediate  vicinity 
thereof.  At  the  present  time  there  are  six  telephone  subscribers 
at  Olivet  connected  with  the  rural  lines  of  the  objector.  In  ad- 
dition to  this  service,  the  objector  has  also  extended  its  toll  lines 
into  Olivet,  and  furnishes  toll  servioe  to  the  town. 

The  objector  contends  that  it  is  already  in  the  field  and  is 
furnishing  telephone  service  in  the  territory  in  question;  that 
it  is  ready  and  willing  and  able  to  furnish  local  and  long-distance^ 
telephone  service  to  the  inhabitants  of  Olivet  and  vicinity  through 
its  Georgetown  and  its  Eidge  Farm  exchanges;  that  there  has 
been  no  complaint  as  to  its  service  or  facilities,  and  that  there 
is  no  necessity  for  the  construction  of  another  telephone  system 
in  Olivet. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  petitioner  contends  that  at  the  present 
there  is  really  no  telephone  service  in  the  town  of  Olivet ;  that 
with  only  six  telephones  installed,  telephonic  communication 
between  the  residents  of  the  town  is  so  limited  as  to  be  practically 
worthless*  If  this  be  conceded  to  be  true,  it  does  not  necessarily 
follow  that  the  proper  solution  of  the  situation  is  the  granting 
of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  another  pompany, 
especially  where  it  appears,  as  is  shown  by  the  record  in  this 
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case^  that  there  already  is  one  company  in  the  field  that  is  able 
to  supply  telephone  service  to  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  and 
vicinity  who  may  apply  therefor. 

The  general  policy  of  this  Commission  on  this  question,  as 
d^ared  at  an  early  date,  and  which  has  been  adhered  to  in 
cases  similar  to  the  one  now  under  consideration,  is  that  it  will 
not  grant  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  a  telephone 
company  to  construct  and  operate  a  telephone  system  in  a  city, 
village,  or  community  which  is  already  being  furnished  with 
adequate  telephone  service  at  reasonable  rates.  Applying  this 
principle  to  the  present  case^  it  appears  that  the  town  of  Olivet 
and  vicinity  is  ahready  being  served  by  the  Vermilion  County 
Telephone  Company,  and  that  there  has  been  no  complaint  either 
as  to  the  rates,  service,  or  facilities  of  said  company; .that  the 
latter  company  is  able  and  willing  to  furnish  telephone  service 
to  all  residents  of  the  territory  in  question  who  may  apply  for 
such  service,  and  that  the  construction  of  the  telephone  system 
as  proposed  by  the  petitioner  would  result  in  a  duplication  in 
part  of  the  system  and  service  of  the  objector. 

Prom  a  careful  consideration  of  all  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances shown  by  the  record  in  this  case,  we  have  reached  the 
conclusion  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  do  not  require 
the  construction  and  operation  by  the  petitioner  of  a  telephone 
system  in  the  town  of  Olivet  and  vicinity,  and  that  the  applica- 
tion in  this  case  should  be  dismissed. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  application  of  the  Olivet  Tele- 
phone Company  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to 
construct  and  operate  a  telephone  system  in  the  town  of  Olivet, 
Vermilion  County,  Illinois,  and  vicinity,  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  dismissed. 

By  order  of  the  Commission  this  17ih  day  of  February,  1916. 
Dated  at  Springfield,  Illinois. 

Note. — ^Monopoly  and  competition. 

Arizona. — In  Be  AngaiB,  Docket  No.  289,  Feb.  8,  1916,  the  Ari- 
zona Commission,  in  dismissing  an  application  for  a  certificate  to 
construct  a  telephone  line  into  occupied  territory,  said:  "Better- 
ment of  service  and  reduction  of  rates  cannot  be  reached  under  com- 
].ietitive  conditions  where  regulation  is  properly  enforced.  Duplica- 
P.U.R.1916C.  27 
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tion  of  inyestmeiits  muBt  necessarily  result  in  higher  rates  to  the 
public,  and,  in  the  case  of  telephone  service,  dual  systems  impose 
burdens  upon  the  public  in  requiring  the  public  desiring  to  reach 
all  telephone  subscribers  to  have  to  pay  for  two  telephones.  Much 
can  be  said  against,  and  little,  if  anything,  in  support  of,  dual  tele- 
phone systems.'^ 

California. — In  Be  Great  Western  Power  Co.  Decision  No.  2904, 
Application  No.  1887,  Nov.  18,  1915,  the  California  Commission 
held  that  present  or  future  public  convenience  and  necessity  did  not 
require  the  granting  of  a  certificate  for  the  extension  of  an  electric 
transmission  line  to  Crockett  to  serve  the  Western  Grain  &  Sugar 
Products  Company  which  was  located  in  the  territory  then  served 
by  the  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  where  the  franchise  of 
applicant  to  serve  that  territory  had  lapsed,  the  proposed  extension 
would  be  along  streets  served  by  the  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Com- 
pany, resulting  in  a  duplication  of  lines,  the  contract  under  which 
it  was  proposed  to  serve  the  Western  Grain  &  Products  Company  was 
at  the  same  rate  filed  by  the  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company  which 
was  ready  and  willing  to  serve,  no  complaint  of  the  service  of  the 
Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company  had  been  made,  and  it  was  appar- 
ent that  it  was  the  policy  of  applicant  to  serve  a  few  isolated  large 
power  consumers  in  the  general  territory,  tending  conclusively  to 
prove  that  it  had  not  held  itself  out  to  serve  the  general  public,  but 
contented  itself  with  taking  the  cream  of  the  business,  and  that  it 
did  not  ask  for  the  right  to  serve  the  district  in  general,  but  in 
reality  to  take  a  large  consumer  from  a  competing  company. 

Illinois.— In  Aledo  v.  People's  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3776,  Dec.  9,  1915, 
the  Illinois  Commission  said :  ^'There  has  developed,  in  recent  years^ 
in  connection  with  the  passage  of  laws  providing  for  the  regulation 
and  control  of  public  utilities,  the  doctrine  of  regulation  as  opposed 
to  competition;  the  old  theory  being,  of  course,  that  competition  is 
the  life  of  trade ;  and  the  new  theory,  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as 
a  natural  monopoly.  And  it  is  recognized  that  regulation  and  com- 
petition do  not  go  together,  because  regulation  means  the  establish* 
ing  of  standards  and  requiring  all  utilities  to  maintain  such  stand- 
ards, while  competition  means  the  establishing  of  no  standards  except 
such  as  can  be  maintained  under  competitive  conditions.*' 

New  Jersey. — In  Delaware,  District  No.  2  v.  Yantacaw  Water 
Co.  Feb.  7,  1916,  the  New  Jersey  Commission  said  that  it  would 
look  favorably  upon  the  entrance  into  the  field  of  any  other  water 
company  having  the  necessary  legal  right  to  do  so  with  whom  the 
water  commissioners  might  contract,  where  the  existing  company 
had  failed  to  fiumish  safe,  adequate,  and  proper  service,  and  to  keep 
and  maintain  its  property  and  equipment  in  such  condition  as  to 
enable  it  to  do  so,  in  spite  of  numerous  complaints  and  the  order  of 
the  Commission. 
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Wisconsin. — In  Be  Oregon  Teleph.  Co.  Jan.  24,  1916,  an  order 
was  made  directing  the  Oregon  Telephone  Company  to  extend  ita 
telephone  lines  for  the  service  of  residents  residing  in  the  territory 
occnpied  by  the  Mt.  Vernon  Telephone  Company,  where  no  objec- 
tion was  made  by  the  Mt.  Vernon  Telephone  Company,  and  such 
an  order  would  make  it  unnecessary  for  the  Oregon  Telephone  Com- 
pany to  file  notice  under  the  antiduplication  law.  A  petition  for 
an  order  requiring  extension  of  service  to  other  applicants  in  the 
territory  of  the  Mt.  Vernon  Telephone  Company  was  denied  where, 
in  order  to  extend  its  service  to  such  parties,  the  Oregon  Telephone 
Company  would  have  to  construct  its  lines  over  a  railroad  at  a  con- 
siderable cost,  anid  the  Mt.  Vernon  Telephone  Company  was  willing 
to  extend  its  lines  for  such  service,  and  no  testimony  was  offered  to 
mdicate  whether  connectio'n  with  the  Oregon  or  Mt.  Vernon  Com- 
pany would  be  more  convenient  to  applicants. 


INDIANA  PUBIilC  SERVIdC  COMMISSION, 

EE  ELKHART  GAS  &  FUEL  COMPANY. 

[No.  1906.] 

Service  —  Meters  —  Method  of  reading. 

A  gas  company  was  authorized  to  adopt  a  plan  of  "continuouB 
meter  reading"  whereby  the  territory  served  was  divided  into  twenty- 
five  districts,  the  meters  of  a  separate  district  to  be  read  each  working 
day,  the  bills  to  be  submitted  the  foUowing  day,  and  to  be  paid  within 
ten  days. 

[March  10,  1016.] 

Application  of  the  Elkhart  Gas  &  Fuel  Company  for  per- 
mission to  adopt  "continuous  gas  meter  readings"  in  Elkhart; 
granted. 

By  the  Commission:  Comes  now  J.  A.  Patten^  manager  of 
the  Elkhart  Gas  &  Fuel  Company,  and  represents  and  shows  that 
it  is  the  desire  of  said  company  to  be  permitted  to  adopt  what 
is  known  as. "continuous  meter  reading''  in  the  city  of  Elkhart, 
by  providing  a  plan  whereby  said  city  shall  be  divided  into 
twenty-five  districts,  and  requiring  the  meters  of  a  separate  dis- 
trict to  be  read  each  day  during  the  twenty-five  working  days  of 
the  month,  the  bills  to  be  submitted  for  the  given  district  to  the 
patrons  on  the  following  day,  allowing  in  each  instance  ten  days 
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from  the  delivery  of  the  bill  for  the  patron  to  take  advantage  of 
the  discount  allowed  for  the  prompt  payment  thereof. 

It  is  further  averred  that  the  adoption  of  this  method  will 
enable  the  company  to  read  its  meters  and  distribute  its  bills 
in  such  manner  as  to  avoid  rush  and  mistakes  incident  thereto, 
as  under  the  present  system  the  meters  are  read  between  the  25th 
and  28th  of  each  month,  and  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  take 
employees  from  one  department  to  complete  meter  reading  within 
the  limited  time  in  which  this  work  is  now  done.  After  the  first 
month's  reading  all  of  the  bills  will  be  for  a  period  of  one  month, 
and  the  same  as  now  except  that  some  of  the  patrons  will  be 
receiving  their  bills  each  working  day  during  the  month. 

And  the  Commission  having  the  matter  under  consideration 
grants  the  prayer  of  the  petition  and  authorizes  said  company  to 
employ  the  system  of  "continuous  meter  reading"  as  herein  set 
out. 

It  is,  therefore,  ordered  that  the  Elkhart  Gas  &  Fuel  Company 
is  hereby  authorized  in  the  city  of  Elkhart,  Indiana,  to  divide 
said  city  supplied  by  it  with  gas  for  fuel  and  light  purposes,  into 
twenty-five  districts  or  divisions,  and  that  it  may  each  day  read 
the  meters  in  one  of  said  districts  or  divisions  until  all  are 
read,  and  that  the  bills  so  ascertained  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
patrons  on  the  day  following  the  reading  of  their  meters  with 
the  privilege  of  the  present  rate  of  discount  for  the  prompt  pay- 
ment of  their  bills  within  ten  days  after  the  receipt  of  the  same. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  said  company  may  put  said  system 
of  meter  reading  into  effect  as  of  the  date  of  April  1,  1916. 


INDIANA  PtJBIilC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

EE  MISHAWAKA  WATERWORKS  COMPANY. 

[No.  2045.] 

Service  —  Water  metere  —  Cash  deposit  —  Rate  of  interest. 

Six  per  cent  interest  on  water-meter  deposits  is  excessive. 

[March  10,  1916.] 

Pjetition  of  Miflhawaka  Waterworks  Company  for  authority 
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to  increase  rate  of  interest  on  meter  deposits  from  4  per  cent 
to  6  per  cent ;  denied. 

By  the  Commission:  On  January  13,  1916,  the  city  of 
Mishawaka,  Indiana,  by  its  clerk,  Jos.  de  Lorenzi,  filed  with 
the  Public  Service  Commission  the  following  petition : 

Mishiirwaka,  Indiana^  Jan.  12,  1916. 
Public  Service  Commission, 

Indianapolis,  Indiana. 
Gentlemen: — 

At  a  regular  meeting  of  the  board  of  public  works  held  Decem* 
ber  20,  1915,  which  meeting  is  recorded  on  page  672,  record 
No.  1,  it  was  regularly  moved  and  seconded  that  all  water-meter 
deposits  draw  6  per  cent  interest  from  January  1,  1916.  Said 
interest  is  to  be  granted  annually  upon  July  invoices.  This  rule 
was  adopted  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  board  of  public  works, 
and  simply  amends  a  previous  rule  whereby  the  interest  on  water- 
meter  deposits  was  four  per  cent  (4%)  instead  of  six  per  cent 
(6%).  We  are  submitting  this  for  your  confirmation. 
Thanking  you  in  advance  I  am 

Yours  very  truly, 

Jos.  de  Lorenzi, 

Clerk  of  the  Board. 

The  Public  Service  Commission,  having  the  above-entitled 
cause  under  consideration,  finds  that  6  per  cent  interest  is  an 
excessive,  unreasonable,  and  unjust  amount  of  interest  to  be  paid 
on  meter  deposits. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  that 
the  petition  in  the  above-entitled  cause  be,  and  the  same  is  here 
noW|  denied. 


KANSAS  PUBIilC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

BE  CBNTRALIA  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 
[Docket  No  1187.] 

ProcedMre^ Notice  of  hearing^  When  not  required. 

1.  The  Kansaa  statute  requiring  thirty  days'  notice  of  hearing  need 
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not  be  complied  with  upon  complaint  as  to  inadequate  telephone  service, 
where  nothing  will  be  required  of  the  utility  in  excess  of  its  legal  duties. 
Service  —  Telephone  —  Nonaubscriher, 

2.  Telephone  service  can  be  denied  to  a  nonsubscriber. 
Bates  —  Telephone  —  Classificdti€m, 

3.  The  use,  and  not  the  location,  of  a  telephone,  must  decide  its 
classification  as  residential  or  business. 

[February  21,  1916.] 

Complaint  by  patrons  of  the  service  of  the  Oentralia  Tele- 
phone Company.  The  plant  was  in  a  condition  to  give  fairly 
good  service  if  properly  maintained,  and  many  of  the  complaints 
were  of  a  trivial  nature,  but  discourtesy,  improper  language, 
threat  of  poor  service  to  a  patron  competing  with  the  owner,  and 
"listening  in^'  were  condemned,  it  being  stated  that  an  order 
would  be  passed  accordingly. 

Appearances :  C.  H.  Herold  for  complainants ;  R.  M.  Emery 
for  the  Centralia  Telephone  Company. 

By  Kinkel^  Commissioner:  This  hearing  and  investigation 
were  had  on  the  petition  of  some  seventy  subscribers  of  the 
respondent  company  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  telephone 
utility),  after  an  ineffectual  effort  had  been  made  to  adjust  mat- 
ters complained  of  through  the  medium  of  correspondence. 

Prior  fo  the  hearing,  a  personal  inspection  of  the  plant,  and 
service  rendered  by  it,  was  made  by  the  Commission  through  its 
telephone  engineer.  The  report  submitted  to  the  Commission  by 
its  engineer  was  very  complete,  and,  so  far  as  shown  by  the  tests 
made  by  him,  the  service  was  found  reasonably  satisfactory. 
Test  calls  were  answered  by  central  operator  in  from  3  to  5 
seconds.  No  irregularities  were  noted  in  the  service  with 
respect  to  failure  to  ring  the  number  called  for  by  reporting  the 
lines  busy  without  occasion.  Operators  seemed  to  supervise  calls 
fairly  welL 

The  toll  business  seemed  to  be  slighted  to  some  extent,  due 
to  the  fact  that  only  one  operator  is  on  duty  at  a  time,  but  as 
the  calling  rate  in  Centralia  seems  to  be  very  low,  one  operator 
should  be  able  to  handle  the  business  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 

The  plant  and  equipment  were  reported  as  being  average  for 
a  small  exchange.  The  subscribers'  equipment  was  all  reported 
to  be  in  fair  condition.     The  plant  as  a  whole  is  said  to  be  in 
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such  condition  as  to  be  able  to  give  fairly  good  service  if  prop- 
erly maintained;  and  there  should  not  be  a  very  large  number 
of  cases  of  trouble. 

At  the  time  of  the  hearing,  the  testimony  of  twenty-two  wit- 
nesses was  taken,  and  the  statements  herein  made  are  based  on 
that  testimony. 

[I]  At  the  commencement  of  the  hearing,  counsel  for  both 
complainants  and  respondent  raised  the  question  as  to  proper 
liotice  having  been  given  of  the  hearing.  The  Commission  holds 
that  the  hearing  was  held  in  consequence  of  certain  complaints 
that  had  been  made,  alleging  failure  to  render  efficient  and  suffi- 
cient service  and  complaining  of  certain  irregularities  in  the 
service.  Any  order  which  the  Commission  might  make  would 
be  raerely  an  affirmance  of  what  the  law  requires  of  a  utility, 
namely,  the  furnishing  of  efficient  and  sufficient  service  without 
discrimination,  and  that,  therefore,  the  statute  requiring  thirty 
days^  notice  to  be  given  applies  only  in  those  cases  where  some 
additional  burden  is  to  be  placed  upon  the  utility  to  be  affected 
hy  the  notice. 

Many  of  the  complaints  testified  to  were  of  a  trivial  character. 
These  naturally  become  prominent  in  all  cases  where  irregulari- 
ties exist  in  the  management  and  operation  of  a  telephone  utility. 
The  human  element  involved  in  the  use  and  operation  of  a  tele- 
phone utility  affects  so  large  a  portion  of  the  business  that,  in 
order  to  enable  the  operators  of  the  property  to  furnish  the  best 
service  and  for  the  public  to  receive  the  same,  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  recognize  the  fact  that  there  exists  a  mutual  obligation 
on  the  part  of  each  toward  the  other. 

The  owner  and  operator  of  a  telephone  utility  should  treat 
the  public  with  the  highest  degree  of  business  courtesy  and  con- 
sideration. On  the  other  hand,  the  patron  should  avoid  the  use 
of  irritating  language,  and  thereby  assist  in  rendering  efficient 
service,  and  not  retard  it. 

The  use  of  profane,  vulgar,  or  obscene  language  over  a  tele- 
phone wire,  by  either  operator  or  patron,  is  inexcusable  and  un- 
la^wful.  This  Commission  has  heretofore  expressed  itself  in  a 
vigorous  manner  on  the  question  of  the  use  of  this  sort  of  lan- 
guage by  the  public,  and  has  authorized  a  telephone  utility  to 
discontinue  its  service  to  patrons  guilty  of  this  flagrant  and  out- 
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rageous  practice.  On  the  other  hand,  the  owner  or  operator  of 
a  telephone  utility  who  resorts  to  the  use  of  this  sort  of  lan- 
guage is  flagrantly  and  malignantly  outraging  all  of  the  ethics 
of  the  business,  and  should  not  only  be  criticized,  but  all  the 
power  of  the  law  should  be  invoked  to  punish  such  owner  or 
operator  and  also  to  prevent  the  use  of  such  language. 

It  is  altogether  out  of  the  province  of  the  owner  of  a  telephone 
utility  as  such  to  attempt  to  supervise  or  r^ulate  the  morals  or 
business  of  its  patrons,  so  long  as  such  patron  does  not  attempt 
to  use  the  property  of  the  utility  for  unlavTful  purposes  or  in  an 
unlawful  manner* 

The  owner  of  a  telephone  utility  who  threatens  a  subscriber 
with  poor  service  in  event  such  subscriber  enters  into  a  line  of 
business  in  which  such  owner  happens  to  be  also  interested  is 
acting  in  an  improper  and  unlawful  manner,  and  subjects  him- 
self to  the  severest  kind  of  criticism. 

The  practice  of  "listening  in"  on  a  wire  by  an  operator,  except 
for  the  purpose  of  necessary  and  proper  supervision,  or  by  a 
patron  on  party  lines,  unless  such  patron  has  immediate  and 
legitimate  use  of  said  line,  is  inexcusable  and  usually  produces 
well-founded  complaints,  and  should  therefore  be  positively  pro- 
hibited. 

[2]  A  nonsubscriber  of  a  telephone  utility  has  no  moral  or 
legal  right  to  use  its  service  without  compensation,  and  such 
utility  is  acting  entirely  within  its  rights  when  it  denies  a  non- 
subscriber  its  service.  On  the  other  hand,  it  should  be  recognized 
that  as  a  general  proposition  the  very  nature  of  a  telephone  busi- 
ness is  such  as  involves  a  reasonable  use  of  its  service  without 
compensation.  When  a  subscriber  of  a  telephone  utility  calls 
another  subscriber  and  asks  that  a  washerwoman  who  happens  to 
live  nearby  be  called  to  the  telephone,  the  utility  is  acting  en- 
tirely within  its  legal  rights  to  refuse  service  to  such  washer^ 
woman. 

However,  it  must  be  said  that  if  the  revenue  of  a  telephone 
utility  is  sufficient  to  enable  it  to  furnish  said  service  indiscrimi- 
nately and  without  charge,  and  it  refuses  to  do  so,  it  would  be 
following  a  very  short-sighted  business  policy  which  would  call 
forth  both  opposition  and  condemnation  from  its  subscribers. 

[3]  The  proper  classification  of  telephone  service  depends  eai- 
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tirely  upon  the  use  of  the  telephone,  and  not  upon  its  location. 
A  telephone  in  a  dwelling  house  where  the  principal  occupation 
of  the  subscriber  is  that  of  a  housewife,  who  does  a  dressmaking 
business  as  an  incidental  occupation  to  assist  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  home  and  family,  should  be  classified  as  a  dwellin^house  ' 
telephone.  On  the  other  hand,  a  telephone  located  in  a  dwelling 
in  which  someone  is  conducting  a  dressmaking  business  as  a 
principal  occupation,  and  as  a  separate  and  distinct  business, 
should  be  classed  as  a  business  telephone. 

A  physician,  dentist,  photographer,  or  member  of  any  similar 
profession  or  occupation,  conducting  his  principal  business  or 
profession  in  a  dwelling  house,  should  pay  the  business  rate  for 
telephone  service.  A  telephone  in  the  dwelling  house  of  a  black- 
smith, whose  shop  is  located  four  blocks  from  such  dwelling,  and 
it  appearing  that  the  use  of  such  telephone  is  primarily  limited  to 
dwelling-house  service,  should  be  classified  as  a  dwelling-house 
telephone.  But,  when  the  dwelling  house  of  a  blacksmith  is 
located  only  a  few  feet  from  his  shop,  and  such  blacksmith  makes 
a  practice  of  leaving  his  shop  and  going  to  the  telephone,  the 
telephone  being  in  fact  substantially  used  for  business  purposes, 
such  telephone  should  be  classified  as  a  business  telephone,  and 
should  pay  the  business  rate. 

It  would  seem  that  a  fair  and  reasonable  interpretation  of  the 
rule  hereinbefore  expressed,  namely,  that  the  use  of  a  telephone, 
and  not  its  location,  must  decide  its  classification,  should  be  a 
comparatively  easy  matter. 

The  complainants  in  this  case  also  ask  that  Sunday  service  be 
afforded  them  by  respondent ;  that  is  to  say,  that  the  same  serv- 
ice be  furnished  on  Sundays  as  is  furnished  on  other  days.  The 
Commission  is  informed  that  the  respondent  company  acceded 
to  this  request,  and  is  now  furnishing  continuous  service  to  its 
patrons. 

The  law  specifically  empowers  this  Oonmiission  to  require  all 
public  utilities  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the.  act  creating  the 
Commission  to  maintain  '^reasonably  sufficient  and  efficient  serv- 
ice.'' It  also  declares  "every  unjust  or  unreasonably  discrimina- 
tory or  unduly  preferential  rule  or  regulation'^  to  be  unlawful 
and  void.  (Section  10,  chapter  238,  Laws  of  1011.)  These 
are  primal  and  fundamental  obligations  resting  upon  the  tele- 
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phone  utility,  respondent  herein^  In  view  of  the  testimony 
submitted  in  this  case,  the  Commission's  findings  are  included 
in  the  statutory  obligations  herein  referred  to,  and  an  order  will 
issue  accordingly. 

Joseph  L.  Bristow,  John  M,  Kinkel,  C.  A.  Foley,  Commis- 
sioners. 


NBW  HAMPSHnUB  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COSfMISSIOlT. 

BE  BOSTON  &  MAINE  BAILROAD. 

[D-321.] 

OrosMngM  —  RaUroada  -«  Jurisdicion  —  Whistling    poatB  —  Varylno 
statutory  location, 

1.  A  CommiBsion  cannot  authorize  a  railroad  to  vary  the  statutory 
location  of  whistling  posts  at  a  highway  grade  crossing,  under  a  statute 
(Pub.  Stat.  chap.  150,  S  6)  limiting  its  authority  to  the  entire  aboli- 
tion of  whistling  at  such  crossings,  although  such  variance  will  afford 
as  much  protection  as  whistling  at  the  statutory  distance. 

Crossings  —  naitroaOs  —  Jurisdietion  —  Whistling     posts  —  Private 
crossings, 

2.  No  order  from  a  Commission  is  necessary  for  the  location  of 
whistling  posts  at  a  different  distance  from  private  railroad  crossings 
than  is  prescribed  by  a  statute  regulating  highway  crossings. 

[February  3,  1916.] 

Petition  by  the  Boston  &  Maine  Bailroad  for  authority  to 
locate  whistling  posts  for  certain  crossings  in  Tilton  at  distance 
therefrom  other  than  prescribed  by  statute ;  dismissed  for  want  of 
jurisdiction. 

[1,2]  Gunnison,  Commissioner:  This  is  a  petition  by  the 
Boston  &  Maine  Railroad  for  authority  to  discontinue  whistling 
at  certain  highway  crossings  in  Tilton. 

It  appears  that  there  are  four  crossings  in  the  towns  of  Tilton 
and  ITorthfield,  where  the  whistling  posts  are  not  the  statutory 
distance  of  80  rods  from  the  crossings,  being  in  some  instances 
more  and  some  less  than  the  80  rods.  The  real  purpose  of  this 
petition  is  to  have  legalized  the  practice  of  the  railroad  to  blo^ve 
the  warning  whistle  when  nearer  or  farther  than  80  rods  from 
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the  crossing.  The  only  authority  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion has  in  the  matter  is  that  conferred  upon  the  Bailroad  Com- 
mission, to  whose  powers  the  Public  Service  Commission  has 
snoceededy  by  §  6,  chapter  159,  of  the  Public  Statutes,  which 
reads  as  follows : 

^'Sect.  6.  Whenever  a  locomotive  approaches  within  80  rods 
of  a  grade  crossing  over  a  highway,  two  long  and  two  short 
whistles  immediately  following  each  other  shall  be  given,  and 
the  bell  shall  be  rung  until  the  locomotive  has  passed  the  cross- 
ing, except  that  there  shall  be  no  whistling  at  those  crossings  in 
cities  and  villages  where  the  Board  of  Bailroad  Commission- 
ers, upon  petition,  have  decided  that  whistling  is  not  necessary." 

By  the  terms  of  this  act  our  authority  is  limited  to  abolishing 
whistling  altogether,  and  does  not  extend  to  varying  the  distance 
fixed  by  statute  at  which  the  whistle  shall  be  blown. 

One  of  the  crossings,  however,  is  a  private  crossing  at  which 
the  Commission  in  a  report  filed  by  it  on  June  8,  1915,  in  case 
Selectmen  of  !N'orthfield  v.  Boston  &  Maine  Bailroad  D-231,  said 
that  at  this  crossing  ^^we  think  that  the  railroad  ought  to  give 
t^e  same  warning  whistles  as  at  highway  crossings."  The  rail- 
road has  adopted  the  Conmiission's  suggestion  by  whistling  at 
this  crossing,  but  the  whistling  post  on  one  side  of  the  crossing 
is  less,  and  on  the  other  more,  than  80  rods.  This  arrangement 
we  find,  ovmig  to  the  peculiar  facts  of  the  case,  to  be  necessary, 
and  meets  with  our  approval.  No  order,  however,  is  necessary 
to  carry  this  into  effect,  as  the  statute  does  not  require  whistling 
at  private  crossings,  and  what  was  said  by  the  Commission  in 
the  above  case  was  in  the  natare  of  a  suggestion,  and  not  an 
order. 

At  the  other  crossings  we  also  believe  that  blowing  the  whistle 
at  the  points  where  the  whistling  posts  are  set  affords  as  much 
protection  to  the  public  as  if  the  whistle  were  blown  at  the  statu- 
tory distance,  but  for  lack  of  authority  to  vary  the  distance,  and 
not  finding  it  for  the  public  good  to  abolish  whistling  at  these 
crossings,  the  petition  is  dismissed. 

Niles  and  Worthen,  CommissionerB,  concurred. 
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PENNSYLVANIA  PUBLIC  SEIRVIGE  COMMISSION. 

BE  EASTERN  PENNSYLVANIA  LIGHT,  HEAT,  &  POWEB 

COMPANY. 

[No.  154;  Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  104,  1914.] 

Contracts  —  Municipal   electric  street   lighting -^  Revocation   of   ap- 
provaU 

The  approval  of  a  municipal  street  lighting  contract  will  not  be 
revoked  merely  because  the  secretary  of  the  Commission  did  not  per- 
form a  promise  to  notify  a  company  having  a  prior  unexpired  contract, 
when  the  contract  in  question  was  presented  fcnr  approval,  where  it  ap- 
pears that  such  nonperformance  was  due  to  failure  to  give  the  secre- 
tary the  name  of  the  contractor,  that  the  Commission  rules  providing 
for  notice  by  newspaper  advertisement,  but  not  for  actual  notice,  were 
followed,  and  that  the  petitioner's  knowledge,  acquired  prior  to  the 
approval,  that  a  new  contract  had  been  made,  had  put  it  upon  inquiry 
to  discover  the  advertisement. 

[January  26,  1916.] 

Petition  by  the  Schuylkill  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company 
for  revocation  of  approval  of  a  contract  by  the  Eastern  Penn- 
sylvania Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  to  light  the  streete 
of  the  borough  of  Centralia ;  dismissed. 

Appearances :  Charles  A.  Snyder  for  petitioner ;  Edmund  D. 
Smith  for  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Com- 
pany. / 

Pennypacker,  Commissioner:  The  contract  executed  March 
11, 1914,  for  a  term  of  ten  years  provided  that  the  Eastern  Penn- 
sylvania Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  should  light  the  streets 
of  the  borough  of  Centralia  by  the  installation  of  three  magnetite 
arc  lamps  at  the  rate  of  $60  per  annum  for  each,  with  the  privi- 
lege on  the  part  of  the  borough  to  demand  the  installation  of 
any  additional  number  at  the  same  rate,  and  further,  by  the 
installation  of  as  many  series  incandescent  lamps  of  60-candle 
power  at  $23  per  annum  for  each  lamp,  and  as  many  series  incan- 
descent lamps  of  32-candle  power  at  the  rate  of  $18  per  annum 
far  each  lamp  as  the  borough  should  direct  during  the  nmning 
of  the  contract. 

There  is  no  newspaper  published  in  Centralia.  The  appli- 
cation for  approval  of  the  contract  was  duly  advertised  in  ac- 
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cordance  with  the  rules  of  the  Commission  in  a  newspaper  at 
Bloomsburg,  the  county  seat  of  the  county  in  which  Centralia 
is  situated. 

The  Commission,  after  hearing,  approved  the  contract  May 
20,  1914,  and  issued  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  There- 
after, the  company  installed  the  three  magnetite  arc  lamps  at  an 
expense  of  approximately  $335. 

On  the  2d  day  of  July,  1914,  the  Schuylkill  Light,  Heat,  & 
Power  Company  filed  a  petition  which  set  forth  in  substance, 
that  the  borough  of  Centralia  entered  into  a  contract  with  it 
June  11,  1912,  for  a  term  of  ten  years  from  January  1,  1913, 
and  it  desired  to  file  objections;  that  notice  was  given  to  the 
secretary  of  the  Commission  that  a  contract  would  probably  be 
presented  to  the  Commission  for  its  approval  by  either  the  Edi- 
son Illuminating  Company  of  Ashland,  or  the  Eastern  Pennsyl- 
vania Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company,  and  that  the  secretary 
promised  that  the  petitioner  would  be  notified  should  such  a  con- 
tract be  presented ;  that  the  petitioner  and  its  counsel  upon  tele- 
phone inquiry  were  informed  by  the  secretary  as  late  as  June 
23,  1914,  that  no  such  contract  had  been  presented  or  was  on 
file;  and  further,  that  "no  copy  of  the  advertisement  or  notice 
of  intention  of  presenting  this  application  having  been  given 
us/'  The  petitioner  then  prays  the  Commission  to  revoke  its 
approval  of  the  said  contract. 

From  the  testimony  taken  upon  the  hearing  of  this  petition, 
it  appears  that  the  inquiries  made  by  the  petitioner  and  counsel 
were  as  to  whether  or  not  a  contract  had  been  filed  by  the  Edison 
Electric  Illuminating  Company,  and  were  so  limited.  The  secre- 
taiy  upon  examination  of  his  files  found  no  such  contract,  and 
so  reported.  The  result  was  due  to  a  lack  of  precision  in  the 
inquiry.  The  Commission  had  not  provided  in  its  rules  for 
actual  notice  to  those  who  might  be  interested,  but  for  notice 
to  the  public  by  advertisement  in  the  municipality,  op  if  no  news- 
paper be  published  there,  then  in  the  county  seat 

The  applicant  for  approval  of  the  contract  had  complied  with 
these  rules,  and  therefore  done  all  that  was  required  of  it.  Erom 
the  testimony,  it  appears  that  before  the  application  of  the  Com- 
mission for  approval,  the  petitioner  had  knowledge  of  the  fact 
that  a  contract  had  been  milde.    It  was  therefore  put  upon. 
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inquiry,  and  ordinary  effort  would  have  discovered  the  adver- 
tifiement 

These  two  grounds  upon  which  revocation  is  asked  therefore 
fail.  Even  if  they  could  he  sustained,  it  is  very  douhtful  whether 
hy  a  revocation  the  Conunission  could  affect  a  contract  whidi  has 
been  approved  by  it  upon  a  record  disclosing  no  imperfection, 
and  on  which  the  parties  have  acted  and  expended  moneys. 

Were  the  case  before  us  upon  the  application  for  approval  and 
protest,  as  it  would  have  probably  been  had  the  petitioner  acted 
in  due  time,  it  may  be  well  to  point  out  that  it  presents  a  differ- 
ent situation  from  that  in  the  case  of  the  borough  of  Ashland, 
No.  1,  1914.  In  that  case  a  corporation  proposed  to  enter  a  new 
field  for  its  public  service.  The  petitioner  here  was  given  the 
right  to  occupy  the  streets  of  Centralia  according  to  the  testimony 
of  its  general  manager  in  1900. 

The  predecessor  in  title  of  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light, 
Heat,  &  Power  Company  was,  by  ordinance  of  the  borough,  given 
the  right  to  use  the  streets  June  19, 1912,  and  the  evidence  shows 
that  wires  and  poles  were  then  erected.  Both  of  these  corpo- 
rations were  therefore  competitors  in  occupation  of  the  streets 
prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  July  26,  1913. 

The  petition  will  be  dismissedi 


PENNSTI«VANIA  PUBIilG  SERVICB  OOMMISSION. 

BOROUGH  OP  TAMAQUA 

V, 

EASTERN  PENNSYLVANIA  LIGHT,  HEAT,  &  POWEB 

COMPANY. 

[No.  157;  Complaint  Docket  No.  495.] 

Butes '"  Electricity '^  Municipal    street    lighting '^  Higher    rate    f^tr 
short  term  contract* 

A  utility  making  a  bid  to  furnish  municipal  street  lighting  at  a 
higher  rate  for  a  two-year  term  than  for  a  ten-year  term  cannot  be 
compelled  to  furnish  service  for  the  short  term  at  the  long-term  rate, 
since  a  higher  rate  may  be  charged  for  the  shorter  term. 

[February  16,  1916.] 
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Complaint  by  the  boTough  of  Tamaqua  that  l^e  Eastera 
Pennsylvania  Heat,  Light,  &  Po^er  Company  is  unreasonable 
in  bidding  for  street  lighting  at  a  higher  rate  for  a  two-year 
than  for  a  ten-year  contract,  and  that  a  two-year  contract  should 
be  had  at  the  terms  offered  for  ten  years. 

Appearances:  R.  J.  Graeff  for  complainant;  Otto  E.  Far- 
quhar  for  respondent. 

Magee,  Commissioner:  The  complaint  involves  the  relative 
reasonableness  of  several  bids  made  by  the  respondent  company 
to  the  complainant's  advertisement  for  bids  for  public  street 
lighting.  The  borough  asked  for  proposals  for  lighting  for 
various  terms,  namely,  two  years,  three  years,  and  five  years, 
for  arc  lamps,  for  60-candle  power  incandescent  lamps,  and  for 
32-candle  power  incandescent  lamps.  The  respondent  filed  four 
bids  for  two,  three,  five,  and  ten  years,  varying  from  a  maximum 
of  $70,  $27,  and  $22  per  lamp,  respectively,  for  a  two-year  term 
of  contract,  to  a  minimum  of  $60,  $23,  and  $18  per  lamp,  re- 
spectively, for  the  ten-year  term.  The  gross  bid  of  the  respond- 
ent for  the  two-year  period  amounts  to  $7,487,  and  for  the  ten- 
year  period,  $6,403. 

There  is  no  testimony  as  to  the  cost  of  production.  The  issue 
is  not  the  inherent  reasonableness  of  rates,  but  the  propriety  of 
any  difference  whatever  in  the  bids  for  the  different  periods. 
Complainant  demands  the  same  rates  for  a  two-year  term  as  are 
offered  in  the  respondent's  proposals  for  ten  years,  desiring  to 
keep  itself  free  except  for  a  limited  period  to  take  advantage 
of  certain  alternative  or  hypothetical  sources  of  supply  from 
which  it  might  obtain  better  terms  or  more  service.  The  finan- 
cial condition  of  the  borough  might  so  far  improve  as  to  permit 
of  the  erection  of  its  own  lighting  plant  or  of  its  own  transmis- 
sion system,  and  purchasing  electric  more  cheaply  from  some  pro- 
ducer other  than  the  respondent.  Some  new  illuminating  agency 
may  appear,  or  the  cost  of  producing  electric  current  may  ba 
largely  reduced  during  the  comparatively  long  period  of  ten 
years.  On  the  other  hand,  respondent  calls  attention  to  its  trans- 
mission and  distributing  system,  a  large  part  of  which  must  be 
scrapped  in  case  of  removal,  so  that  the  cost  of  that  part  of  its 
equipment  must  be  amortized  over  the  period  of  the  contract; 
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A  brief  term  will  require  a  larger  annual  depreciation  allow- 
ance than  a  longer  one.  Attention  is  also  called  to  the  economies 
and  stability  of  a  long-term  contract  Supplies  can  be  ordered 
in  larger  quantities,  and  the  benefit  of  discounts  thus  obtained. 
The  company  is  required  to  be  prepared  to  install  additional 
lamps  at  any  time  during  the  period  of  the  contract,  and  its  risk 
of  loss  upon  such  an  additional  equipment  in  a  short-term  con- 
tract is  much  greater  than  under  a  longer  tehn. 

Taking  all  these  undoubted  facts  and  possibilities  into  con- 
sideration, it  would  seem  that  there  is  a  considerable  hazard 
involved  in  the  short-term  contract  that  appears  to  a  much  more 
limited  degree  in  the  longer  period,  and  while  the  long-term  has 
certain  disadvantages,  in  that  it  compels  the  public  through  the 
borough  to  pay  for  current  on  the  basis  of  conditions  existing 
at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  contract,  and  thus  prevents  the 
borough  from  sharing  in  the  advantages  resulting  from  improve- 
ments and  inventions  that  might  result  in  economies  of  opera- 
tion, and,  therefore,  lower  rates;  nevertheless,  there  is  the  other 
side  to  consider.  It  is  conceivable  that  the  rise  in  price  of  com- 
modities and  labor  may  continue  during  the  next  ten  years  as  in 
the  past.  A  ten-year  agreement  is  to  a  considerable  d^ree 
speculative  on  both  sides,  and  from  that  point  of  view  not  ad- 
visable; but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  soundness  of  the  principle  of 
amortization  cannot  be  denied.  The  rights  of  the  company  and 
the  public  welfare,  too,  demand  the  conservation  of  the  company's 
capitaL  Therefore,  it  seems  the  borough  must  take  its  choice — 
either  the  long-term  agreement  at  a  low  rate,  or  one  for  a  short 
term  at  a  comparatively  high  rate.  The  only  alternative  appar- 
ently is  the  construction  by  the  borough  of  its  own  plant,  and 
that  it  confessedly  is  not  in  financial  condition  to  accomplish. 

In  the  absence  of  testimony  as  to  the  inherent  reasonableness 
of  the  rates  proposed,  and  in  view  of  the  risks  assumed  by  the 
respondent,  no  other  conclusion  can  be  reached^  and  the  com* 
plaint  should  be  dismissed. 
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PHUiIPPIKi:  ISIiANDS  BO.%RD  OF  PUBIiIO  UTIIirrY 
COMHISSIOXKRS. 

MUNICIPAL  COUNCIL  OP  CALAMBA 

V, 

MANILA  EAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  310.] 

BaOroads^  Service '^Access    to   Btatlens '^  Specific   performance   of 
contract, 

A  railroad  should  be  ordered  to  enforce  a  landowner's  agreement 
to  provide  access  to  a  station  on  his  land,  under  Commission  power  to 
make  rules  for  adequate  service,  where  he  prevents  the  public  from 
passing  over  the  land. 

[January  28,  1916.] 

CoMPLAiKT  by  a  municipality  to  require  a  railroad  to  provide 
public  access  to  a  station;  railroad  ordered  to  enforce  a  land- 
owner's contract  to  provide  access. 

By  the  Board:  This  case  is  before  the  Board  for  decision 
upon  a  complaint  by  the  municipality  of  (?alamba,  province  of 
Laguna,  praying  this  Board  to  require  the  Manila  Railroad 
Company  to  provide  access  to  the  general  public  at  its  station 
in  the  barrio  of  Bucal,  municipality  of  Calamba,  province  of 
Laguna.  The  resolution  was  indorsed  by  the  Board  to  the  Manila 
Bailroad  Company^  who  answered  thereto  by  indorsement  to  the 
effect  that  the  Bucal  station  was  constructed  solely  for  the  use 
of  Francisco  Gutierrez,  the  former  owner  of  Bucal  hacienda, 
who,  in  return  for  putting  in  this  spur  track  at  his  sugar  mill 
and  making  it  a  flag  station  for  his  employees,  granted  the  com- 
pany either  free  right  of  way  or  right  of  way  at  a  very  low  figure 
through  the  hacienda;  that  no  public  highway  existed  through 
the  hacienda,  as  all  fences  had  gates  which  in  many  cases  were 
fastened;  and  that  Bucal  station  had  never  done  any  business 
except  with  the  hacienda. 

As  a  result  of  this  indorsement,  the  Board  invited  the  mem- 
bers of  the  municipal  council  of  Calamba  and  the  president  of 
the  Manila  Bailroad  Company  to  an  informal  conference  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not  some  means  of  adjust- 
ing the  matter  could  be  found.    Two  or  three  conferences  were 
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held,  and  statements  were  taken  from  which  the  Board  finds 
that  the  station  at  Bucal  is  a  station  where  the  Manila  Rail- 
road Company  receives  any  freight  or  passenger  traffic  that  may 
be  oif ered ;  that  it  was  opened  on  the  solicitation  of  the  Philip- 
pine Sugar  Estates  Development  Company,  who  at  the  time  of 
the  construction  of  the  railroad  were  operating  a  sugar  mill  at 
that  point  which  is  located  within  their  hacienda;  that  running 
parallel  to  the  railroad  track  and  crossing  it  at  a  short  distance 
beyond  Bucal  is  the  provincial  highway ;  that  the  barrio  of  Bucal 
is  located  along  this  highway,  and  the  station  is  at  a  point  about 
midway  between  the  Calamba  station  and  the  station  at  Pansol 
at  a  comparatively  short  distance  from  the  highway;  that  mem- 
bers of  the  public  desiring  to  go  to  the  railroad  station  at  Bucal 
must  either  go  to  the  railroad  crossing  and  reach  the  station  by 
walking  along  the  track  of  the  Manila  Railroad  Company,  or 
cross  the  land  of  the  Philippine  Sugar  Estates  Development  Com- 
pany; that  for  a  considerable  time  after  the  railroad  was  built 
members  of  the  public  were  permitted  to  pass  over  the  land  of 
the  Philippine  Sugar  Estates  Development  Company  from  the 
highway  to  the  8tati<Jn ;  that  the  people  passed  from  the  highway 
to  the  station  over  a  trail  which  was  well  defined  by  hedges ;  that 
the  station  was  established  at  the  instance  of  the  owners  of  the 
estate  who  secured  a  petition  from  the  members  of  the  public  for 
the  establishment  of  such  station;  and  that  recently  the  owners 
of  the  hacienda  have  ordered  the  trail  to  be  closed,  and  have  pre- 
vented the  public  from  passing  over  their  land. 

At  the  close  of  the  last  conference  a  question  was  raided  as  to 
whether,  at  the  time  of  the  construction  of  the  line,  a  contract 
was  entered  into  between  the  Philippine  Sugar  Estates  Develop- 
ment Company  and  the  railroad  company  whereby  the  former 
undertook  to  provide  access  for  the  general  public  from  the  pro- 
vincial highway  to  the  station,  in  consideration  for  the  estab* 
lishment  of  said  station  by  the  Manila  Railroad  Company.  It 
was  agreed  that  the  whole  matter  should  be  suspended  in  order 
to  receive  the  testimony  of  Francisco  Gutierrez,  who  oonducted 
the  negotiations  with  the  railroad  company  leading  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  station.  Francisco  Gutierrez  has  now  been 
called,  and  has  testified  that  he  was  the  manager  of  the  estate 
at  the  time  the  railroad  was  consthicted,  and  agreed,  in  oonsid- 
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eration  for  the  establishment  of  the  station  at  Bncal^  to  permit 
access  thereto  on  the  part  of  the  general  public  across  the  lands 
of  the  hacienda. 

It  therefore  appears  that  the  Philippine  Sugar  Estates  Devel- 
opment Company  is  now  refusing  to  comply  with  the  contract 
under  which  tibey  secured  the  advantage  of  the  establishment  of 
a  station  in  their  hacienda.  It  seems  to  the  Board  that  the 
Manila  Kailroad  Company  is  in  position  to  enforce  that  con- 
tract, and,  while  the  situation  is  perhaps  peculiar,  we  believe  we 
are  justified  under  the  circumstances  in  ordering  the  railroad 
company  to  take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  enforce  said 
contract  as  a  part  of  our  powers  to  make  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  will  secure  to  the  public  adequate  service. 

We  therefore  order  the  Manila  Bailroad  Company  to  take  such 
steps  as  may  be  necessary,  in  the  courts  or  otherwise,  to  enforce 
its  contract  with  the  Philippine  Sugar  Estates  Development 
Company,  Ltd.,  whereby  the  latter  undertook,  in  part  considera- 
tion for  the  establishment  of  a  station  on  their  hacienda  at  Bucal, 
to  permit  access  thereto  across  their  lands  from  the  provincial 
highway  by  the  general  public 

This  order  shall  take  effect  at  once. 


WIBCONSIN  RAIIiROAB  OOMMISSIOIT. 

EE  HUBBARD  FARMERS  TELEPHONE  COMPANT. 

Xatiapoly  and  cofnpetiUan'^  Telephones -^Invasion  of  oocupied  ter^ 
ritory  ^^  Preference  of  suhscrihera, 

A  telephone  company  will  not  be  allowed  to  enter  occupied  terri- 
tory to  serve  an  applicant  merely  because  he  is  a  stockholder  and  has 
a  preference  for  his  own  company. 

[March  13,  1916.] 

Application  by  the  Hubbard  Fanners  Telephone  Company 
for  authority  to  extend  service  in  the  town  of  Hubbard  to  Charles 
Trittin;  denied. 

By  the  Commission:  This  case  arises  on  a  notice  under  chap- 
ter 610  of  the  Laws  of  1913^  of  an  extension  which  the  Hubbard 
Farmers  Telephone  Company  proposes  to  make  in  section  31 
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of  the  town  of  Herman,  Dodge  county,  to  serve  Mr.  Charles 
Trittin.  An  objection  to  the  extension  was  filed  by  the  Eureka 
Telephone  Company,  which  operates  for  local  service  in  the 
same  town. 

A  hearing  was  held  at  the  village  of  Woodland,  in  the  town 
of  Herman,  on  February  21,  1916,  at  which  the  Hubbard  Farm- 
ers Telephone  Company  was  represented  by  C.  L.  Genzmer,  and 
the  Eureka  Telephone  Company  by  William  Weywart 

It  appears  that  several  years  ago  a  number  of  farmers  living 
in  the  towns  of  Herman  and  Hubbard,  being  without  telephone 
service,  organized  the  Hubbard  Farmers  Telephone  Company 
to  serve  them  by  connecting  its  lines  with  the  lines  of  the  Eureka 
Telephone  Company,  which  maintains  an  exohange  at  IN'eosho. 
The  latter  company  ran  its  line  out  some  4  miles  from  Neosho 
and  made  the  connection  with  the  farmers'  line,  under  an  agree* 
ment  whereby  the  Hubbard  company  was  to  pay  the  Eureka 
company  $4  per  year  for  switching.  This  arrangement  still 
exists,  the  Hubbard  company  having  no  central,  but  all  of  the 
subscribers  are  connected  to  the  Eureka  switch  board  at  Neosho. 
The  Hubbard  company  has  thirty-three  subscribers,  most  of  whom 
are  stockholders.  MV.  Trittin,  for  whom  it  is  proposed  to  make 
the  extension  in  question,  was  one  of  the  original  stockholders  of 
the  Hubbard  company,  and  then  lived  on  a  farm,  and,  after  its 
organization,  became  a  patron  of  and  was  served  by  the  farmers' 
line.  Recently  he  sold  his  farm  and  moved  to  the  village  of 
Woodland,  but  still  retains  his  stock  in  the  Hubbard  company. 
Wishing  to  install  a  telephone,  he  applied  to  the  Hubbard  com- 
pany for  service.  Mr.  Trittin  frankly  stated  at  the  hearing 
that  his  only  reason  for  wishing  the  Hubbard  phone  in  his  resi- 
dence is  the  fact  that  he  is  a  stockholder  in  that  company,  and 
so  desires  to  use  its  facilities  rather  than  those  of  another  line 
in  which  he  has  no  pecuniary  interest.  Since  moving  to  the  vil- 
lage he  has  never  applied  to  the  Eureka  company  for  service, 
but  understood  that  they  have  at  all  times  been  able  and  willing 
to  serve  him.  He  has  no  business  connections,  having  retired, 
nor  has  he  any  relatives  or  social  connections  who  are  subscribers 
of  the  Hubbard  Company.  Under  the  arrangement  between  the 
two  companies,  subscribers  of  each  have  free  service  on  all  lines 
of  the  other,  so  that  Mr.  Trittin,  with  a  Eureka  phone  in  his 

P.U.R.1916C. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RE  HUBBARD  FARMERS  TELEPH.  CO.  43/ 

residence,  can  reach  any  and  all  subsoribers  of  the  Hubbard 
company  without  toll  chai^.  Both  companies  maintain  full 
metallic  lines,  and  none  of  them  are  at  present  overloaded.  Both 
charge  $15  rental  per  year  for  a  residence  substation.  Mr.  Trit- 
tiu  testified  that  he  knew  of  no  service  available  to  him  over  the 
Hubbard  company's  Unea  that  cannot  be  as  well  furnished  to 
him  by  the  Eureka  company,  but  that  he  preferred  the  former 
because  he  would  be  getting  back  some  small  part  of  his  rental 
in  the  form  of  dividends.  He  also  intimated  that  he  preferred 
not  to  patronize  the  Eureka  company  because  of  their  refusal 
some  years  ago  to  extend  their  line  to  his  farm,  such  refusal  being 
based,  apparently,  wholly  on  the  ground  that  the  length  of  the 
extension  would  make  the  investment  unprofitable.  ^None  of 
the  witnesses  were  able  to  suggest  any  other  or  further  reason  for 
permitting  the  duplication  of  lines  which  would  result  from  the 
proposed  extension. 

It  was  shown  that  the  Hubbard  company  would  have  to  build 
an  extension  of  from  12  to  15  rods  from  their  present  line  to 
reach  Mr.  Trittin's  residence,  but  that  the  Eureka  company's 
line  now  passes  his  house;  that  a  drop  can  be  run  from  one  of 
the  present  circuits  to  connect  him,  without  overloading;  and 
that  the  Eureka  company  is  ready  to  furnish  him  service  on 
application. 

While  there  may  be  situations  where  the  controlling  factor  will 
be  found  to  be  the  individual  preference  of  the  subscriber,  such 
preference  can  only  prevail  where  there  are  essential  differeucea 
in  the  character  and  scope  of  the  service  afforded  him  by  rival 
companies,  or,  in  other  words,  when  there  are  features  which 
affect  the  individual  as  a  subscriber  to  one  or  the  other  company. 
It  is  with  the  needs  of  the  individual  in  his  relations  with  the 
service  to  be  rendered  that  the  Commission  must  concern  itself. 
In  dealing  with  that  question  the  fact  that  the  prospective  user 
is  a  stockholder  of  one  or  the  other  company  is  to  be  disregarded, 
and  the  existence  or  absence  of  a  public  convenience  and  neces- 
sity is  to  be  determined  precisely  as  though  he  were  an  utter 
stranger  to  both  companies. 

Applying  the  above  rule  to  the  situation  disclosed  by  the  testi-. 
mony,  it  at  once  becomes  apparent  that  there  are  no  grounds  upon 
which  to  rest  permission  to  make  the  proposed  extension*     The 
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prospective  subscriber  can  obtain  from  the  existing  company  a 
sendee  identical  in  character  and  price  with  that  offered  by  the 
company  proposing  to  invade  the  field.  No  facilities  to  which 
he  would  have  access  as  a  subscriber  of  the  Hubbard  line  will  be 
denied  to  him  as  a  user  of  the  Eureka  telephone.  His  messages 
will  pass  over  the  same  wires,  to  the  same  persons,  and  through 
the  same  switch  board,  no  matter  which  phone  may  be  installed 
on  his  premises.  So  far  as  appears,  every  need  of  his,  as  a  user 
of  the  telephone,  will  be  adequately  met  by  the  service  now  at  the 
subscriber's  command.  For  these  reasons  it  is  considered  that 
no  sufficient  showing  has  been  made  to  justify  the  proposed  exten- 
sion, and  the  Commission  therefore  finds  and  determines  that 
public  convenience  and  necessity  do  not  require  that  the  exten- 
sion proposed  in  this  proceeding  be  made. 

Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  Halford  Erickson,  Carl 
D.  Jackson,  Commissioners. 


IDAHO  PUBLIC  UTIIilTIES  COMMISSION. 

CITY  OP  CCEim  D'ALENE 

V. 

INTERSTATE  UTILITIES  COMPANY. 
[Case  No.  F-94;  Order  No.  384.] 

Commission  ^Jurisdiction  ^Validity  of  franchise, 

1.  The  Idaho  CommiBsion  has  no  juriBdiction  to  determine  whether 
a  utility  has  a  valid  franchise  trom  the  cit j  in  which  it  operates. 

Bates  —  Telephones  —  Comparisons, 

2.  Omparison  was  made  between  telephone  rates  prior  and  subse* 
quent  to  a  consolidation,  in  determining  whether  the  latter  rates  were 
excessiye. 

Service  —  Telephones  —  Restoration  of  service, 

3.  Four-party  residential  telephone  service,  dlsoontinued  for  a  more 
expensive  two-party  service,  upon  almost  unanimous  consent  of  the  sub- 

^  scribers,  given  in  order  to  secure  the  consolidation  of  duplicate  plants 
and  more  eiflcient  service,  need  not  be  restored  where  there  is  no  cogent 
showing  of  necessity,  although  the  consent  to  the  change  does  not  in 
itself  justify  the  discontinuance. 

Valuation  —  Adoption  of  com^plainant's  appraisal. 

4.  The  complainant's  appraisal  of  a  telephone  plant,  lower  than  one 
by  the  utility's  engineer,  may  be  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
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iliat  the  rates  are  not  excessive,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
req[ueBt  for  a  rate  increase  and  that  an  increase  would  probably  result 
in  decreased  revenues. 

Depreciation  ^Accrued  depreciation^  When  not  allowed, 

6.  No  deduction  should  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  accrued 
depreciation  of  a  telephone  plant  that  is  as  good  as  new  and  capable  of 
giving  100  per  cent  service,  although  three  and  one-half  years  have  been 
spent  of  a  depreciable  life  of  sixteen  years. 

Depreciation  ^Telephone  —  0.07  per  cent. 

6.  An  annual  depreciation  allowance  of  6.07  per  cent  under  the 
straight-line  method  was  made  in  ascertaining  the  net  revenue  of  a 
telephone  company. 

Return  —  Telephone  '^  BxcesMvenesa, 

7.  Telephone  rates  yielding  a  return  of  only  2.51  per  cent  are  not 
excessive. 

Beittm  —  Operating  'expense  •*  Salaries, 

8.  A  salary  of  $8,400  for  the  president  and  general  manager  of  a 
telephone  system  valued  at  $81,251.48  for  rate  making  was  held  ex- 
orbitant, and  an  allowance  of  $6,000  per  annum  was  held  ample. 

[April  1,  1016.] 

Complaint  by  the  city  of  Ooeur  d'Alene  that  the  Interstate 
Utilities  Company  has  no  valid  franchise  from  the  city,  that  its 
local  exchange  telephone  rates  are  excessive,  and  that  the  serv- 
ice is  poor;  dismissed  without  prejudice.  The  Commission 
held  that  it  had  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  on  the  validity  of  the 
franchise,  that  while  the  service  was  bad,  it  was  due  to  temporary 
condition,  which  had  been  overcome,  and  that  an  honest  effort 
was  being  made  to  give  good  service;  and  tibat  the  rates  were 
not  excessive. 

By  the  Commission:  On  July  31,  1915,  the  city  of  Coeur 
d^Alene,  by  its  attorney,  filed  with  this  Commission  a  written 
complaint  against  the  Interstate  Utilities  Company,  alleging  that 
the  defendant  company  had  no  valid  franchise  from  the  city  of 
Coeur  d'Alene  authorizing  said  company  to  do  business  in  said 
city;  that  the  rates  charged  by  said  company  were  unreasonable, 
exorbitant,  and  excessive,  and  that  by  reason  of  such  unreason- 
able rates  a  number  of  patrons  had  discontinued  the  use  of  their 
tdephones;  and  that  the  service  rendered  by  said  company  was 
very  poor  and  unsatisfactory. 

On  August  17,  1915,  the  defendant  filed  its  answer  to  said 
complaint,  denying  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  to  pass 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


440  IDAHO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

upon  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  the  defendant  company 
had  a  valid  franchise  in  said  city ;  and  admitting  that  the  service 
rendered  was  faulty  and  inadequate  to  a  certain  extent,  but  that 
such  condition  was  due  to  cramped  operating  conditions  pend- 
ing the  installation  of  a  new  switch  board  and  apparatus.  The 
answer  further  sets  forth  that  the  consolidation,  of  which  no  com- 
plaint is  made,  was  demanded  by  the  city  oflScials  of  Ckeur 
d'Alene,  and  that  such  officials  were  advised  that  it  could  not  be 
effected  except  that  the  rates  be  standardized  and  that  four-party 
service  be  eliminated.  The  defendant  also  denies  that  it  is  mak- 
ing an  excess  of  profit,  either  on  its  plant  as  a  whole,  or  in  the 
city  of  Coeur  d'Alene  in  particular.  Considerable  delay  in  hav- 
ing a  hearing  was  occasioned  by  the  desire  of  the  parties  inteiv 
ested  to  make  appraisals  of  the  property.  The  proceeding  was 
finally  set  for  hearing  on  January  21,  1916,  at  Coeur  d'Alene, 
At  the  time  and  place  set  the  matter  came  on  for  hearing  before 
the  full  Commission;  Jas.  H.  Frazier,  attorney,  appearing  for 
and  in  behalf  of  the  complainant ;  and  John  F.  Davies,  of  Spo- 
kane, appearing  as  attorney  for  the  defendant.  The  hearing  con- 
sumed about  two  days,  and  briefs  have  just  be^i  filed,  and  the 
matter  is  now  up  to  the  Commission  for  decision. 

[1]  The  question  as  to  the  validity  of  the  defendant's  fran- 
chise in  the  city  of  Coeur  d'Alene  has  been  raised  in  the  plead- 
ings. This  is  a  matter  over  which  this  Commission  has  no  juris- 
diction. If  the  complainant  desires  any  relief  along  that  line, 
it  must  seek  such  relief  in  the  courts. 

The  city  of  Coeur  d'Alene,  for  some  time  prior  to  May  1, 1915, 
had  two  separate  and  independent  telephone  excnknges  operating 
in  said  city ;  one  being  owned  and  operated  by  the  Pacific  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Company,  and  the  other  by  the  Interstate 
Telephone  Company,  Limited.  The  Interstate  Telephone  Com- 
pany, Limited,  was  unable  to  pay  its  operating  expenses  and 
the  interest  on  its  bonds,  and  became  involved  in  litigation,  and 
finally,  on  or  about  December  1,  1914,  the  Interstate  Utilities 
Company,  the  defendant  herein,  purchased  all  the  telephone 
properties  in  North  Idaho  of  the  said  Interstate  Telephone 
Company,  Limited,  comprising  some  twelve  or  thirteen  local 
exchanges,  the  Coeur  d'Alene  exchange  being  one  of  them.  After- 
wards the  defendairt  company  purchased  three  or  four  local 
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exchangee  in  and  around  Wallace,  Idaho,  from  the  ISTorth  Idaho 
Telephone  Company.  In  the  early  part  of  1915,  the  defendant 
company  leased,  with  an  option  of  purchase,  from  the  Pacific 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  nine  or  ten  of  its  local  ex- 
changes in  North  Idaho,  and  the  local  exchange  at  Coeur  d'Alene 
was  one  of  them.  Physical  coimections  of  the  two  exchanges  in 
the  city  of  Coenr  d'Alene  were  made  on  or  about  May  1,  1915, 
and  from  then  on  were  operated  as  one  plant  from  one  central 
station.  The  defendant  company  is  now  controlling  some  six* 
teen  local  exchanges  in  ItTorth  Idaho. 

The  petitioner  complains  bitterly  of  the  character  and  class 
of  service  that  llhe  defendant  company  had  been  rendering  for 
some  time  prior  to  the  hearing.  The  defendant  admits  that  the 
service  had  been  bad,  but  claims  that  the  poor  service  was  oc- 
casioned by  reason  of  the  overhauling  of  the  switch  board,  the 
remodeling  of  practically  the  entire  central  station  equipment, 
the  connecting  of  all  the  lines  on  one  system,  and  the  breaking 
in  of  new  help.  The  objections  in  regard  to  the  service  seemed 
to  have  been  pretty  generally  overcome  at  the  time  of  the  hear- 
ing. The  officers  of  thlB  company  seemed  to  be  making  an  honest 
effort  to  overcome  all  the  difficulties  in  regard  to  service,  and 
the  Commission  feels  that  the  company  will  overcome  all  service 
difficulties,  and  the  Commission  would  not  be  justified  in  making 
any  specific  order  in  the  premises  at  the  present  time.  With  the 
local  exchange  in  its  present  condition,  and  with  proper  help, 
the  company  should  render  first-<5lass  service. 

As  heretofore  stated,  the  defendant  company  is  now  the  own- 
er of,  or  rather  has  the  control  of,  and  operating,  some  sixteen 
separate  local  exchanges  in  North  Idaho  as  shown  by  its  tariff 
now  on  file  with  this  Commission.  J.  B.  IngersoU,  an  engineer, 
prepared  and  presented  at  the  hearing  an  appraisal  of  the  local 
exchange  at  Coeur  d'Alene  for  and  on  bdiaK  of  said  city.  This 
appraisal  was  limited  to  that  part  of  the  plant  used  for  local 
exchange  business  only,  and  did  not  include  that  part  of  the 
plant  used  for  toll  business.  The  complaint  was  made  against 
the  local  exchange  rates  only,  and  no  investigation  or  evidence 
was  introduced  in  regard  to  toll  business  in  and  out  of  Coeur 
d'Aleue,  except  such  incidental  facts  as  may  have  been  con- 
sidered in  r^ard  to  a  separation  of  the  expensaa. 
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The  defendant  presented  an  elaborate  inventory  and  appraisal 
of  its  plant  at  Ooenr  d'Alene.  Kef  erenoe  to  these  apppraisals  will 
be  made  later  in  this  opinion  as  the  occasion  demands. 

[2]  We  herewith  submit  for  comparison  the  rates  per  month 
in  Coeur  d'Alene  of  the  two  old  companies  before  the  consoli- 
dation, and  the  rates  of  the  defendant  company  since  the  con- 
solidation, as  shown  by  the  schedule  on  file  in  the  ofBce  of  the 
Commission : 

TABLE  L 


Interstate  Tel. 
Co.  Ltd. 


Pacific  States 

Teleph.&Teleg. 

Compan^ 


Interstate  Util- 
ities Company 


Business     telephone ,     one 

party  line 

Business     telephone,     two 

party  line 

Residence   telephone,     one 

party  line 

Residence   telephone,    two 

party  line 

Residence    telephone,    four 

party  line 


$8.60 
2.50 
2.00 
1.75 
1.50 


I8.5D 
8.00 
2.00 
1.75 
1.50 


$4.00 

3.50 

2.50 

2.00 

No  rate  filed 


It  is  claimed  by  the  complainant,  however,  that  the  Interstate 
Telephone  Company,  Limited,  charged  the  following  rates  prior 
to  the  consolidation,  to  wit: 


TABLE  II. 


Interstate  Tel. 
Co.  Ltd, 

Business  telephone, 

one  party  line 

$2  60 

(1            ^ti 

two    ** 

2  00 

Residence       *' 

one    "        "  

1  50 

<<              tt 

two    " 

1  25 

ft              II 

four    "        •*  

1  00 

If  any  such  rates  were  being  charged  by  the  Interstate  Tele- 
phone Company,  Limited,  it  was  doing  so  contrary  to  law,  as 
the  only  lawful  rates  this  company  could  charge  and  collect 
were  those  set  forth  in  its  published  tariff. 

[3]  The  complainant  complains  of  the  elimination  by  the  tel^ 
phone  company  of  the  four-party  residential  service  from  its 
present  schedules,  which  service  has  been  granted  by  the  two  old 
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companies,  the  result  being  that  patrons  were  compelled  to  take 
the  two-party  service  instead  of  the  four-party  service,  which 
necessarily  resulted  in  an  increase  in  rates.  The  defendant 
claims  that  prior  to  the  consolidation  its  representatives  made 
a  thorough  canvass  of  the  city  of  Coeur  d'Alene,  and  informed 
the  then  telephone  customers  that  it  would  not  come  into  C(Bur 
d'Alene  and  consolidate  the  two  old  companies  unless  the  four- 
party  residence  service  was  eliminated  and  the  rates  generally 
standardized,  and  that  the  patrons  almost  unanimously  consent- 
ed to  the  change.  This  fact  does  not  justify  the  elimination  of 
such  four-party  service  and  rate,  but,  if  true,  does  show  the 
general  dissatisfaction  of  the  telephone  patrons  with  the  dupli- 
cate telephone  service  in  that  city.  Duplicate  telephone  plants 
in  the  same  city  cannot  be  justified  from  any  point  of  view. 
From  the  standpoint  of  service  it  is  expensive  and  an  absolute 
nuisance  to  the  patrons.  From  an  economical  standpoint  to  the 
customer,  if  he  desires  the  service,  it  must  necessarily  be  more 
expensive  as  he  must  have  both  phones;  while  from  the  stand- 
point of  the  telephone  companies,  competition  ultimately  spells 
financial  ruin.  We  herewith  submit  a  table  showing  the  oper- 
ating revenues,  operating  expenses,  and  net  profits  for  the  year 
1915  from  business  in  the  city  of  Coeur  d'Alene;  the  first  four 
months  were  under  competitive  conditions  and  the  last  eight 

months  were  after  consolidation, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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TABLE  IIL 


Total  Exch. 
Revenue 

Total 
Expense* 

Net 
Profit 

January 

$2,466.74 

2,346.58 

2,350.34 

2,328.90 

1st. 

Total  Exch.  Rev. 
after  Consol. 

2,202.47 
1,976.89 
1,948.09 
1,942.09 
1,995.79 
2,003.99 
1,993.39 
1,950.19 

$2,425.73 
2,035.34 
2,266.16 
2,102.23 

Total  Expense 
after  Consol.** 

1,627.38 
1,683.B2 
1,886.50 
1,475.35 
1,304.43 
1,424.60 
1,476.97 
1,439.32 

$  41.01 

February  

March 

311.24 

84.18 

April 

Consolidated  May 

May 

226.67 

575.09 

June 

293.37 

July 

61.59 

August 

466.74 

September 

October .\ . 

691.36 
579.39 

November 

December 

516.42 
510.87 

Total  annarent  «««<■.  nrofit 

$4,357.93 

Notes. — *  These  columns  do  not  include  the  heavy  overhead  expense  inci- 
dental to  duplicate  organizations  and  plant,  but  an  amoimt  equal  to  the 
average  overhead  subsequent  to  consolidation  has  been  substituted. 

**An  average  of  $216.63  per  month  from  May  to  December  has  been  de- 
ducted from  actual  direct  expense,  as  our  best  estimate  of  the  actual  local 
toll  expense. 

By  referring  to  the  total  net  profits  of  the  two  companies  for 
the  last  four  months,  of  competitive  conditions  if  those  con- 
ditions should  exist  for  any  length  of  time,  it  readily  appears 
what  financial  difficulties  the  companies  would  be  confron^^ed 
with.  The  operating  expenses  above  mentioned  do  not  include 
any  allowance  for  depreciation.  If  that  were  included  a  deficit 
would  result  in  each  of  the  four  months  of  1915, 

The  company  claims  that  the  four-party  residence  service 

was  eliminated  for  the  purpose  of  giving  better  and  more  efficient 

service,  as  the  four-party  service  was  a  source  of  constant  trouble 

and  annoyance.     The  defendant  company  has  eliminated  this 

four-party  service  from  each  of  its  other  fifteen  exchanges  in 

North  Idaho.     The  four-party  residence  service  is  no  longer 

used  by  the  Mountain  States  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company 

in  any  of  its  numerous  exchanges  in  Southern  Idaho.    We  must 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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conclude  that  that  class  of  service  was  discontinued  with  the 
object  of  rendering  more  efficient  service.  Under  such  circum- 
stances this  Commission  does  not  feel  that  it  would  be  justified 
in  ordering  such  service  reinstated  in  Coeur  d'Alene  without 
more  cogent  proof  of  the  necessity  therefor. 

[4]  In  the  table  below  will  be  found  a  comparative  state- 
ment, in  summary  form,  of  appraisals  of  both  parties,  showing 
the  cost  of  reproduction  new  of  the  defendant's  local  exchange 
in  Copur  d'Alene, 

TABLE  IV. 


Plaintiff's  Sam- 
mary  of  Costs 


Exchange  pole  lises 

Exchange  aerial  cables 

Sabscriber's  station  apparatus 

Central  office  operating  equipment  (includ- 
ing office  cable) 

Exchange  aerial  wire 

Suburban  pole  lines 

Exchange  underground  conduit 

Exchange  underg  round  cable 

Siirburban  aerial  wire 

Station  installations 

Private  branch  exchange 

Booths  and  special  fittings 

Material  required  to  maintain  plant  other 
than  Central  office 

Material  required  to  maintain  plant  Cen- 
tral office 

Central  office  cables  (inc.  in  item  4)  .... 

Tools ^ 

Office  furniture  and  fixtures 

Exchange  furniture  and  fixtures 

Preliminary  and  general  expenses 

Interest  during  construction  at  !?(> 


$18,216.43 

24,983.91 

8,123.20 

12,236.08 
6,839.90 
2,782.79 
3,036.60 
3,284.69 
3,384.65 
2,997.76 
1,036.61 
639.23 

719.801 
292.66/ 


1,098.78 
554.05 
169.45 

7,231.71 


$  97,628.18 


Defendant's 

Summary  of 

Costs 


$  36,799.462 

31,105.219 

8,742.828 

13,888.440 
10,364.425 
4,116.126 
4,019.238 
2,678.187 
4,483.866 
3,492.366 
1,137.810 
690.007 

1,012.450 


1,098.630 
554.060 
199.900 

1,242.719 


$  125,514.623 


These  appraisals  were  submitted  by  the  parties  with  little  or  no  comment 
and  no  criticism  by  either  party  as  to  the  yaluation  of  the  several  units  of 
the  plant  placed  thereon  by  the  other,  thereby  leaving  it  to  the  Commisflion 
to  guess  which  of  the  valuations  is  the  more  reasonable  and  just.  The 
greatest  difference  arises  from  the  different  prices  used  for  the  units  of  ma- 
terial and  allowances  for  overhead  expenses.  For  illustration  see  table 
below: 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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IDAHO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 
TABIaB  V. 


Plaintiff's 
Valuation 

Defendant's 
Valuation 

20'  Top  round 
251    if"      " 

cedai 

DoleB 

»1.12 
1.50 
2.35 
8.25 
3.85 
4.75 
5.35 

$1.12 

1,50 

30'    **        ** 

3.00 

36'    **        ** 

4.00 

40'    **        ** 

4.75 

45'    **        ** 

'    6.00 

50'    "        ** 

7.00 

Why  this  great  difference  should  exist  in  such  unit  prices  was 
not  explained.  Some  mathematical  errors  have  been  permitted 
to  creep  into  the  appraisal  figures  of  the  defendant.  For  in- 
stance the  most  glaring  one  was  in  figuring  the  value  of  618 
twenty-five  foot  poles  at  $1.50  each;  the  amount  was  carried  for- 
ward as  $5,927  instead  of  $927.  The  great  discrepancies  in 
these  appraisals  bring  home  most  forcibly  the  necessity  of  the 
Commission  having  its  own  engineering  staff  so  that  it  may  have 
the  benefit  of  an  unbiased  appraisal  of  its  own  in  these  rate 
cases. 

However,  this  Commission  does  not  find  it  necessary  to  de- 
termine upon  a  valuation  for  rate  purposes  in  this  case,  but, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  case  only,  it  will  assume  that  the  valu- 
ation presented  by  Mr.  IngersoU  is  the  correct  appraisal. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  defendant  has  not  asked  for  any 
increase  of  rates  in  this  case,  and  from  the  further  fact  that  an 
increase  of  r^tes  might  and  probably  would  result  in  a  decrease 
of  revenues,  and  for  the  purpose  of  demonstrating  that  the  rates 
now  in  effect  are  not  excessive,  we  have  accepted  the  complain- 
ant's valuation,  that  being  the  lowest  possible  valuation,  under 
the  evidence,  that  the  Commission  could  find. 

Table  IV.  herein  shows  Mr.  IngersoU's  reproduction-new  valu- 
ation to  be  $97,628.18,  and  deducting  the  estimate  of  preliminary 
expense  in  the  sum  of  $7,231.71,  which  would  leave  the  sum 
of  $90,396.47  representing  the  reproduction  value  of  the  physi- 
cal properties.     It  is  further  claimed  by  the  complainant  that 

there  is  excess  plant  valuation  in  the  above  as  follows : 
P.U.R.1016C. 
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Exchange  pole  lines   $18,216.43  25%  $4,554.11 

Exchange  aerial   cables    24,983.91  26%     «,425.98 

Central  office  op.  equip 12,236.08  26%     3,069.02 

Exchange  aerial  wire  ;  6,839.90  20%     1,367.98 

Exchange  underground  cable   3,284.59  35%     1,149.61 

Total    $16,376.70 

We  would  then  have  the  following: 

Total  value  of  physical  properly $90,396.47 

Less  excess  plant   16,376.70 

Reproduction  cost  of  used  and. useful  property $74,019.77 

Preliminary  and  general  expense 7,231.71 

Total  reproduction  cost $81,251.48 

[5,  6]  It  ifl  claimed  by  Mr.  IngersoU  that  a  further  deduction 
should  be  made  for  accrued  depreciation.  It  appears  from  his 
appraisal  that  the  weighted  average  annual  depreciation,  ap- 
plying the  straight  line  formula,  would  be  6.07  per  cent,  which, 
when  applied  to  the  appraisal  of  the  physical  properties,  to  wit, 
$74,019.77,  would  make  an  annual  depreciation  of  $4,493.00, 
and  for  three  and  one-half  years,  this  being  the  portion  of  the 
life  of  the  plant  spent,  would  make  $15,725.50  total  accrued  de- 
preciation to  date,  instead  of  $20,732.42  as  computed  by  Mr.  In- 
gersoU. In  figuring  this  depreciation  to  date,  he  first  deducts 
the  excess  plant  to  get  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  of  the  used 
and  useful  part  of  the  plant,  and  then  computes  the  depreciation 
not  on  the  value  of  the  used  and  useful  property,  but  on  the 
gross  reproduction  new  value.  If  he  throws  out  the  excess  plant 
as  not  used,  and  not  useful,  then  depreciation  on  such  excess 
plant  should  not  be  included  in  the  total  estimated  depreciation 
of  the  plant  The  evidence  of  Mr.  IngersoU  in  this  case  shows 
that  the  average  life  of  the  units  of  this  plant  is  something 
over  sixteen  years,  while  only  three  and  one-half  years  have  been 
spent;  that  the  plant  is  in  first-class  condition  and  as  good  as 
new,  and  is  capable  of  rendering  100  per  cent  efficient  service. 
That  being  true,  we  must  find  under  the  rule  announced  by  our 
supreme  court  in  the  case  of  Murray  v.  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission, 27  Idaho,  603,  RU.K.1915F,  436,  150  Pac.  47,  that 
no  deduction  should  be  made  in  this  case  for  accrued  deprecia- 
tion. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  consolidation  of  the 
physical  properties  of  the  two  old  telephone  plants  was  oonsum* 
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mated  about  May  1,  1916,  and  since  that  time  have  been  ran 
under  one  management.  Consequently,  in  our  consideration  of 
the  operating  revenues  and  operating  expenses  of  the  defendant 
company,  we  have  only  a  record  for  the  eight  months  of  1916. 
In  the  table  below  will  be  found  the  statement  by  months  of  such 
operating  revenues  and  operating  expenses. 

TABLE  VI. 


Operating 
Bevenaes 


Operating 
Expenses 


Net 
Revenue 


May 

June 

Juiy 

August. . . . 
September 
October  . . . 
November. 
December . 


$2,202.47 
1,976.89 
1,948.09 
1,942.09 
1.995.79 
2,003.99 
1,993.39 
1,950.19 


$1,627.38 
1,683.52 
1,886.60 
1,475.35 
1,804.48 
1,424.60 
1,476.97 
1,489.32 


$  575.09 
293.39 
61.59 
466.74 
691.36 
579.39 
516.42 
510.87 


Total  net  revenue 

Average  net  revenue  per  month. 
Estimated  net  revenue  for  year  . 


Estimated  net  revenue  per  annum 

Less  annual  depreciation  allowance  of  6.07  per  cent  on  value  of 
physicial  property,  viz.,  $74,019.77 

Net  balance  for  return  on  capital 


$4,357.93 

544.74 

6,536.88 

$6,536.88 

4,493.00 

$2,043.88 


[7,  8]  This  will  give  a  return  of  only  2.51  per  cent  per  an- 
num on  the  valuation  of  $81,251.48.  Some  of  the  general  office 
expenses  seem  somewhat  exorbitant,  particularly  the  salary  of 
the  president  and  general  manager,  he  being  allowed  a  salary 
of  $8,400  per  annum.  In  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  $6,- 
000  per  annum  would  be  a  reasonable  allowance  for  the  presi- 
dent and  general  manager  of  this  company,  oonsidering  his  duties 
and  responsibilities.  However,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  net 
revenues  of  the  company  are  not  yet  sufficient  to  give  a  reasonable 
return  upon  the  valuation  of  the  plant,  if  the  stockholders  of  the 
company  prefer  to  apply  such  net  revenue  to  the  payment  of  the 
exorbitant  salaries,  rather  than  to  the  payment  of  dividends, 
they  have  the  right  so  to  do. 

This  hearing  involved  simply  the  local  exchange  rates  at 
Coeur  d'Alene,  and  no  question  was  raised  as  to  the  rates  of  the 
defendant  company  as  a  whole  system.     Furthermore,  no  ques- 
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tian  was  raiBed  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  toll  rates  in  and 
oat  of  Cceur  d'Alene.  The  def  endant,  in  presenting  its  case,  pre- 
sented an  exhibit  showing  the  direct  expenses  connected  with 
the  exchange,  together  with  an  apportionment  of  general  expense, 
the  basis  and  method  of  snch  apportionment  not  being  made 
known,  and  consequently  this  Commission  has  not  sufficient  evi- 
dence before  it  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  the  amounts 
so  apportioned.  See  table  below  showing  such  apportionment 
for  the  months  of  November  and  December,  1915* 

TABLE  VII. 

The  Interstate  Utilities  Company. 

Statement  of   Earnings  and   Expenses — Coeur   d'Alene  Exchange  for   Two 

Months  Ending  Dec.  31,  1915. 


Account  No. 

November 

December 

500-606       Exchange  reyenne 

91,998.38 

272.43 

33.13 

484.08 

238.72 

$1,950.19 

330.80 

7CH-706        Deferred  charge  to  maintenance 

fi20-4)%)        Traffic  exnensp 

24.02 
434.30 

640-650        Commercial  expense 

215.88 

Total  direct  expense 

$1,029.26 
216.63 

$1,006.00 
216.63 

Less  direct  toll  expense  (Est.) 

Net  direct  exchan&re  exnense 

$    812.63 

479.65 

9.97 

89.49 

85.83 

$    788.37 

•Proportion  of  overhead  expense 

304  Uncolleotable  revenue  (4eattctiQn)  ... 

305  Taxes  and  licences 

477.29 
9.76 

78.58 

330-334        Rent  deductions 

86.33 

Total  exchange  expense 

$1,476.97 
616.41 

$1,439.32 

Balance  net  revenue  (Excbaoge) 

610.87 

•  331,  601,  621,  640,  660-676,  766. 

From  the  above  table  it  will  appear  that  an  arbitrary  deduction 
of  $216.63  was  made  for  direct  toll  expense.  The  evidence 
ahow^s  that  this  amount  was  arrived  at  by  making  an  apportion- 
ment of  the  direct  expenses  of  this  local  exchange  to  local  and 
tall  bnsineBS.  The  amount  apportioned  to  toll  business  seems  to 
oorer  onfy  an  apportionment  of  labor  and  local  supervisory  es- 

pemse.    See  table  below : 
P.U.B.1916C.  29, 
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.  TABLE  VIU. 
Operating  Coet  at  Exchange  b6  FoUowb; 


Miss  Downs  Operator 

MissRedfield  '*       

Miss  Young  **        

Miss  Gibson  ** 

Miss  Smith,  Night  '*       

*•        **  *'  **       Revenue  accounting. 

J.  T.  Faulkner,  Div.  Mgr.  Toll  supervision 

Miss  Drew,  Chief  Operator 

Toll  supervising , 

Toll  revenue  aoeounting , 

Thos.  Busby,  Collector , 

Toll  revenue  collecting ; , 

Toll  revenue  accounting , 

Miss  Kipp,  cashier , 

Toll  revenue  accounting , 

Toll  revenue  collecting 


LOO  % 
90  % 
70  % 
40  % 
40  % 
10  % 
10  % 

$  47.50 
45.00 
24.00 
14.00 

•     4.75 
12.50 

30  % 
25  % 

16.50 
13.75 

40  % 
10  % 

16.00 
4.00 

10  % 
2i% 

5.50 

I.m 

$223. 62i 


No  amount  soems  to  have  been  apportioned  to  toll  e:q>enBe 
to  cover  light,  heat,  rent,  or  any  other  expense  ontside  of  labor 
and  supervision.  From  the  evidence  introduced,  this  Commis- 
sion is  not  in  a  position  to  make  the  proper  apportionments  of 
feruch  expense,  and,  therefore,  for  the  purposes  of  this  case,  have 
been  compelled  to  accept  the  figures  as  presented  by  the  de- 
fendant in  regard  to  same. 

This  Commission  does  not  -wish  to  be  understood  as  findiiig 
and  determining  that  the  valuation  of  the  defendant's  plant  at 
Cffiur  d'Alene,  as  herein  assumed,  to  wit,  the  sum  of  $81,251.48, 
is  the  true  and  correct  valuation  for  rate-making  purposes.  In 
no  event  could  the  amount  be  less  than  that  amount,  but,  as  here- 
inbefore stated,  for  the  purposes  of  this  case  only,  we  have  as- 
sumed that  that  valuation  is  the  reasonable  valuation  of  tiiis 
plant  for  rate-making  purposes: 

From  all  the  evidence  in  this  ease,  the  OcmimisBion  finds  tliat 
1^  rates,  tolls,  rental,  and  charges  of  the  defendant  company  at 
CteuT  d^  Alene  are  not  unreasonably  high  and  exoit)itant,  and  that 
the  ivmiplaint  of  the  plaintiff  herein  Bhould  be  ^liamissed  wiHumt 
prejudice. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  complaint  of  the  complainant 
herein  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  dismissed  without  prejudice. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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AI^BAMA  SUPREME  COURT. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  ALABAMA 

V. 

ST.  LOUIS  &  SAN  FRANCISCO  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[No.  143.] 
(—  Ala.  — ,  70  So.  645.) 

Orders  ~^  Construction  ^  Train  service, 

1.  Two  orders  regulating  train  service  must  both  fall  if  they  are 
oppressive  when  considered  together,  although  each  may  be  valid  when 
oonsidered  alone,  mnoe  the  court  cannot  select  vrhich  shall  stand;  but 
if  one  order  is  valid  and  the  other  is  of  itself  invalid,  the  valid  <Nrder 
will  stand  while  the  other  will  fall. 

Onciers  —  Presumption  of  validity  —  Review  "by  courts  —  Train  service. 

2.  The  courts  will  presume  that  a  Railroad  Commission  order  regu- 
lating train  service  is  reasonable,  and  will  sustain  it  unless  it  clearly 
appears  to  be  unjust  and  unreasonable. 

Service  »  Hailroads  —  Additional     passenger     train  —  Unreasonable' 
njess  of  order, 

3.  An  order  requiring  an  additional  passenger  train  each  way  daily 
to  serve  fonr  towns  is  unreasonable  where  it  appears  that  the  towns, 
ranging  in  population  from  only  619  to  1,727  inhabitants,  are  served 
by  one  local  and  two  fast  trains  each  way  daily,  that  the  interval  be- 
tween the  new  train  and  the  succeeding  train  will  be  slight,  and  that  a 
large  expenditure  of  money,  aside  from  operating  expenses,  will  be 
required. 

Coifuncrce  —  5taf e  regulation  of  interstate  trains. 

4.  An  order  requiring  two  interstate  passenger  trains  to  stop  at 
small  towns  is  an  unreasonable  restraint  upon  interstate  commerce, 
where  it  appears  that  the  stops  will  prevent  the  making  of  an  Intex- 
state  connection  and  the  meeting  of  competition,  that  the  towns  are 
served  by  one  local  and  two  fast  trains  each  way  daily,  and  that  any 
inadequacy  in  such  service  can  be  corrected. 

[January  13,  1916.] 

From  a  deoree  by  the  City  Oourt  of  Montgomery,  Gbston 
Gunter,  Judge,  for  the  compIaimiBt  in  a  suit  by  the  St.  Louis  & 
San  Francisco  Railroad  Company  to  enjoin  orders  of  the  Ala* 
bama  Railroad  Conunission  regulating  train  service,  defendant 
appeals;  affirmed. 

Appearances:  Robert  C.  Brickell,  Attorney  Qeodral^  for  a^ 
pellaut ;  Forney  Johnston  for  appellee. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Gardner,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  original  bill  in  this  ease  sought  an  injunction  against 
an  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Alabama,  docket  No. 
767,  which  required  an  extra  train  to  be  run  each  day  over  the 
complainant's  road,  for  local  service,  between  Sulligent  and 
Birmingham,  in  each  direction,  which  said  order  bears  date  of 
January  16,  1914.  The  schedule  prescribed  in  said  order  re- 
quired a  train  to  leave  Birmingham  daily  at  or  about  12  o'clock 
noon,  and  proceed  westward  to  Sulligent,  and  another  train  to 
leave  Sulligent  at  or  about  12  o'clock,  noon,  and  proceed  east- 
ward to  Birmingham,  each  making  all  intermediate  stops.  While 
the  original  bill  was  pending  testing  the  reasonableness  of  this 
order,  the  respondent  Commission  on  May  5,  1914,  entered  an- 
other order,  bearing  docket  No.  781,  requiring  the  said  St.  Louis 
&  San  Francisco  Railroad  Company,  and  the  receivers  in  charge 
thereof,  to  make  regular  stops  of  their  trains  numbered  106  and 
106  at  Sulligent,  Carbon  Hill,  Cordova,  and  Dora,  Aliabama, 
for  the  receipt  and  delivery  of  passengers  thereon.  Thereupon, 
the  complainant  filed  a  supplemental  bill  seeking  similar  relief 
against  the  said  order  above  numbered  781.  The  complainant, 
the  St.  Louis  &  San  Francisco  Railroad  Company,  is  shown  to 
be  in  the  hands  of  receivers  appointed  by  the  Federal  courtj  and 
they  are  made  parties  respondent  to  the  bill. 

Upon  a.  submission  of  the  cause  for  final  decree  on  pleadings 
and  proof,  the  judge  of  the  city  court,  sitting  in  equity,  granted 
the  relief  prayed  for,  and  from  this  decree  the  respondent,  Rail- 
road Commission,  prosecuted  this  appeal. 

[1]  It  is  first  insisted  by  counsel  for  appellee  that,  if  both 

of  the  orders  above  referred  to,  when  considered  together,  put 

an  unnecessary  and  unreasonable  burden  upon  the  complainant, 

then  both  orders  should  fall  without  regard  to  reasonableness  of 

either,  when  considered  separately,  for  the  reason  that  this  court 

has  no  power  to  exercise  legislative  functions,  and  therefore,  as 

the  Commission  entered  the  second  order  without  any  repeal  or 

limitation  upon  the  first,  that  this  court  is  without  the  power 

to  select  which  of  said  two  orders  should  be  permitted  to  stand. 

It  is  therefore  urged  that  the  only  course  open  is  to  annul  the 

outstanding  orders  and  learve  with  the  Commission  the  question 

whether  or  not  it  will  attempt  to  revive  either.    The  trial  judge. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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in  response  to  this  contention,  used  the  following  language,  which 
meets  our  approval :  "It  seems  to  me  that  the  true  rule  is,  with- 
out a  consideration  of  the  frame  of  the  present  bills,  that  if  each 
order,  when  considered  separately  and  alone,  is  valid,  but,  when 
considered  collectively  and  together,  are  oppressive  and  unrea- 
sonable, then  both  orders  must  fall,  since  the  court  cannot  select 
which  shall  stand ;  and,  if  the  first  order  is  valid,  but  the  second 
order  of  itself  is  invalid,  then  the  first  order  should  stand,  but 
the  second  should  fall,  and  likewise,  if  the  first  of  itself  is  in- 
valid, and  the  second  is  valid,  then  I  see  no  reason  why  the  second 
order  should  not  stand.  This  conclusion  makes  it  necessary  to 
examine  each  order  separately  and  in  connection  with  the  evi- 
dence." 

In  the  opinion  of  the  court  below  it  is  also  stated  that  it  was 
admitted  by  the  state  that  it  was  unreasonable  that  both  orders 
should  stand,  and  this  statement  finds  no  denial  in  brief  of  coun- 
sel for  the  appellant  here. 

[2]  It  is  recognized  in  this  state,  and  it  is  unquestionably 
a  statutory  rule,  that  the  order  of  the  Eailroad  Commission  is 
presumably  reasonable,  and  the  court  will  not  overturn  its  find- 
ing unless  it  clearly  appears  that  such  order  is  unjust  and  un- 
reasonable. Eailroad  Commission  v.  Alabama  Northern  B.  Co. 
182  Ala.  357,  62  So.  749;  Eailroad  Commission  v.  Alabama 
G.  S.  E.  Co.  186  Ala.  354,  L.E.A.1915D,  98,  64  So.  13. 

[3]  As  to  order  No.  767,  requiring  an  additional  passenger 
train,  but  little  is  found  by  way  of  argument  in  brief  of  counsel 
for  appellant.  It  appears  without  conflict  that  the  complainant 
railway  company  operates  three  passenger  trains  each  day  each 
way,  stopping  at  all  local  points,  including,  of  course,  those  stops 
here  indicated.  Two  of  these  trains  are  through  trains,  run- 
ning between  Birmingham  and  Memphis.  Trains  numbered  and 
referred  to  as  103  and  104,  between  Birmingham  and  Memphis, 
carry  sleepers.  One  of  the  three  trains  appears  to  be  entirely 
local,  and  operates  between  Amory,  Mississippi,  and  Birming- 
ham, including  all  of  these  points.  The  population  of  the  towns 
here  involved,  without  reference  to  that  of  the  precinct  in  which 
they  are  located,  is  stated  in  this  record  to  be  respectively  as 
follows:  Sulligent,  619;  Carbon  Hill,  1,627;  Cordova,  1,747; 
and  Dora,  916*     The  schedule  of  these  three  trains  each  way 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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is  given  in  detail,  as  well  also  as  that  of  trains  105  and  106, 
which  do  not  make  these  stops.  Train  105  runs  through  Sulli- 
gent  at  12:30  p.  m.,  and  train  921,  from  Memphis  to  Birming- 
ham, stops  at  that  station  al  12:50  p.  m.  ;  this  latter  train  serv- 
ing SuUigent  and  all  the  towns  between  that  point  and  Birming- 
ham. The  order  requiring  an  additional  train  fixes  the  schedule 
for  leaving  Sulligent  at  or  about  noon,  and  the  evidence  is  with- 
out dispute  that  this  local  train  "cvould  be  overtaken  within  a  few 
stations  and  required  to  side  track  for  No.  105  to  pass,  which, 
of  course,  taken  in  connection  with  the  delay  of  local  travel, 
would  reduce  the  interval  between  the  new  train  leaving  at  noon 
and  921,  which  leaves  at  12 :50,  so  that  they  would  be  run  prac-* 
tically  together,  or,  at  least,  somewhat  after  the  fashion  of  what 
is  called  a  first  and  second  section.  The  passenger  revenue  from 
these  stations  is  also  given;  and  the  evidence  deals  with  many 
minute  details  concerning  the  schedule  of  these  trains  and  the 
traffic  of  the  same,  as  well  also  as  with  a  comparison  with  the 
service  of  other  roads  in  that  section.  The  evidence  is  rather 
voluminous,  and  a  detailed  discussion  of  the  same  would  serve  no 
good  purpose,  and  is  considered  entirely  unnecessary.  The  ad- 
dition of  this  new  train,  it  is  shown  without  dispute,  would  re- 
quire a  large  expenditure  of  money,  aside  from  the  operating  ex- 


Without  fiirther  reference  to  the  testimony,  therefore,  sufiioe 
it  to  say  that  the  same  has  been  given  careful  consideration,  and 
that  we  are  in  accord  with  the  view  of  the  court  below  that  the 
order  numbered  767  is  manifestly  unreasonable.  If  there  exist 
imperfections  in  the  service  of  these  three  trains,  or  in  the  equip- 
ment of  the  same,  or  in  their  schedule,  which  the  citizens  of  these 
communities  desire  to  remedy,  this  end  may  be  more  readily 
accomplished  by  seeking  an  order  for  that  purpose,  but  we  think 
it  clear  that  the  evidence  in  this  record  does  not  justify  any 
order  for  an  additional  train.  Indeed,  counsel  for  the  appellant 
lay  but  little  stress  upon  this  feature  of  the  case.  We  pass,  there- 
fore, to  a  brief  consideration  of  order  781,  requiring  the  stop- 
page of  trains  105  and  106  at  these  points. 

[4]  These  two  trains  operate  between  Kansas  City  and  Bir- 
mingham, and  are  operated  as  solid  trains,  and  are  known  as  the 

Kansas  City-Florida  Special,  making  connection  in  Birming- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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ham  with  the  Southern  Railway  to  Jacksonville,  Florida.  The 
equipment  of  the  trains  goes  entirely  through,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  baggage  car  and  the  dining  car.  These  trains  are 
exclusively  interstate  trains,  and  are  not  used  for  local  traffic. 
It  is  without  dispute  that  they  are  now  run  at  their  maximum 
speed  consistent  with  safety.  Originally,  when  these  trains 
stopped  at  the  stations  here  involved,  there  were  only  two  local 
trains  serving  these  conununitiee,  and  it  appears  that  the  trains 
were  given  a  greater  margin  as  to  other  connections.  The  his- 
tory of  these  interstate  trains  is  to  be  found  in  the  record,  to- 
gether with  a  detailed  account  of  the  schedule  which  is  main- 
tained in  an  effort  to  make  important  connections  with  other 
roads  and  meet  competition  in  interstate  travel.  It  is  further 
shown  that  these  connections  are  such  that  the  schedules  are  fixed 
arbitrarily,  and  that  over  them  the  complainant  has  no  con- 
trol whatever.  It  further  appears  without  dispute  that  the  loss 
of  a  few  minutes  in  its  regular  schedule  would  be  followed  by 
serious  consequences  in  so  far  as  making  these  connections  is  con: 
oemed. 

It  has  been  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  TTnited  States 
that  the  State  Eailroad  Commission  may  in  some  certain  in- 
stances order  the  stoppage  of  interstate  trains,  if  they  do  not 
directly  regulate  interstate  commerce.  Lake  Shore  &  M.  S.  R. 
Co.  v.  Ohio,  173  U.  S.  285,  43  L.  ed.  702,  19  Sup.  Ct 
Rep-  465;  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R  Co.  v.  Wharton,  207  U. 
S.  328,  62  L.  ed.  230,  28  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  121.  Ques- 
tions of  this  character  have  frequently  been  before  the  Supreme 
Conrt  of  the  United  States  for  review.  Herndon  v.  Chicago,  R. 
I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  218  U.  S.  135,  54  L.  ed.  970,  30  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
633 ;  Mississippi  R.  Commission  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  203  XJ.  S. 
336,  51  L.  ed.  209,  27  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  90;  Atlantic  Coast  Line 
R.  Co.  V.  Wharton,  supra. 

The  following  quotations  from  some  of  the  above  authorities  are 
here  in  point : 

In  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  v.  Wharton,  supra,  is  the  fol- 
loinring:  "When,  therefore,  an  order  made  under  state  authority 
to  stop  an  interstate  train  is  assailed  because  of  its  repugnancy 
to  the  interstate  commerce  clause,  the  question  whether  such 
order  is  void  as  a  direct  regulation  of  such  commerce  may  be 
F.U.R.1916C. 
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tested  by  considering  the  nature  of  the  order,  the  character  of 
the  interstate  commerce  train  to  which  it  applies,  and  its  neces- 
sary and  direct  effect  upon  the  operation  of  such  train.  But  the 
effect  of  the  order  as  a  direct  regulation  of  interstate  commerce 
may  also  be  tested  by  considering  the  adequacy  of  the  local 
facilities  existing  at  the  station  or  stations  at  which  the  interstate 
commerce  train  has  been  commanded  to  stop/' 

In  Mississippi  R.  Commission  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  supra,  it 
is  said  that  "whether  there  has  or  has  not  been  such  an  [im- 
proper and  illegal]  interference"  by  such  an  order  of  Ae  Com- 
mission with  the  interstate  conmierce  of  the  railroad  "is  a  ques- 
tion of  law  arising  from  the  facts." 

The  opinion  in  that  case  concludes  as  follows:  "The  trans* 
portation  of  passengers  on  interstate  trains  as  rapidly  as  can 
with  safety  be  done  is  the  inexorable  demand  of  the  public  who 
use  such  trains.  Competition  between  great  trunk  lines  is 
fierce,  and  at  times  bitter.  Each  line  must  do  its  best  even  to  ob- 
tain its  fair  share  of  the  transportation  between  states,  both 
of  passengers  and  freight  A  wholly  unneceissary,  even  though  a 
small,  obstacle  ought  not,  in  fairness,  to  be  placed  in  the  way  of 
an  interstate  road,  which  may  thus  be  unable  to  meet  the  com- 
petition of  its  rivals.  We  by  no  means  intend  to  impair  the 
strength  of  the  previous  decisions  of  this  court  on  the  subject, 
nor  to  assume  that  the  interstate  transportation,  either  of  passen- 
gers or  freight,  is  to  be  regarded  as  overshadowing  the  rights  of 
the  residents  of  the  state  through  which  the  railroad  passes  to 
adequate  railroad  facilities.  Both  claims  are  to  be  considered, 
arid  after  the  wants  of  the  residents  within  a  state  or  locality 
through  which  the  road  passes  have  been  adequately  supplied,  re- 
gard being  had  to  all  the  facts  bearing  upon  the  subject,  they 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  demand  more,  at  the  cost  of  the 
ability  of  the  road  to  successfully  compete  with  its  rivals  in  the 
transportation  of  interstate  passengers  and  freight." 

We  deem  it  unnecessary  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  evi- 
dence bearing  upon  these  facts  of  the  case.  It  appears  that 
this  latter  order.  No.  781,  of  date  May  6,  1914,  was  entered  by 
the  Commission  without  any  evidence  additional  to  that  which 
was  considered  when  the  order  No.  767  was  made  relating  to  an 

additional  train.  In  addition  to  the  evidence  in  the  record  be- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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fore  US,  there  were  sent  up  for  our  inspection  photographs  of 
the  trains,  showing  their  full  equipment,  which  now  serve  these 
localities,  as  well  also  as  photographs  ot  the  business  sections  of 
the  towns  involved. 

The  order  requires  the  stoppage  of  the^e  through  trains  at  the 
stations  of  SuUigent,  Cordova,  Carbon  Hill,  and  Dora,  but  no 
witness  seems  to  have  been  examined  in  so  far  as  SuUigent  is 
concerned,  and  no  insistence  appears  to  have  been  made  on  be- 
half of  that  community  as  disclosed  by  this  record.  By  the  con-? 
elusion  we  have  here  reached  we  do  not  mean  to  indicate  that 
the  cituens  of  these  comnmnities  have  not  been  without  stime 
cause  for  complaint  as  to  the  service  rendered,  such  as  mainte- 
ance  of  schedule  time  and  additional  equipment  of  the  trains  if 
deemed  necessary.  Upon  these  questions  we  are  not  called  upon 
to  pass  as  they  are  not  here  involved,  but  such  matters  are  of 
the  character  to  be  remedied  by  a  complaint  to  the  Kailroad 
Commission  upon  a  proper  petition  for  proper  orders.  We  have 
also  not  been  unmindful  of  the  rule  as  stated  in  Railroad  Com- 
mission V.  Alabama  Northern  R.  Co.  supra,  and  of  the  neces- 
sity for  the  strict  observance  thereof  by  this  court  in  reviewing 
the  orders  of  the  Railroad  Coinmission.  Under  the  peculiar  facts 
and  circumstances,  however,  as  disclosed  by  this  record,  we  are 
of  the  opinion  that  the  trial  court  reached  a  correct  conclusion 
in  regard  to  order  No.  781,  which  we  have  here  just  above  been 
considering.  The  learned  trial  judge  concluded  his  opinion  in 
the  following  language,  which  summarizes  the  result  of  his  in- 
vestigation into  the  evidence  in  this  case,  and  in  which  summary 
we  <M)ncur:  "It  is  shown  without  contradiction  that  for  many 
years  this  road  has  been  striving  to  obtain  and  retain  its  share 
of  the  through  traffic  from  the  West  to  the  Southeast  in  compe- 
tition with  other  roads.  It  is  shown  how  they  have  given  up 
one  connection  after  another  in  order  to  meet  competition  and 
make  reasonably  quick  schedules.  Without  controversy,  it  is 
shown  that  in  other  states  it  has  had  to  discontinue  many  stops 
of  relatively  greater  importance  than  the  Alabama  points  dis- 
continued. Complainant  also  shows  without  contradiction  that, 
if  the  order  is  not  suspended,  the  time  consumed  in  making  the 
stops  would  compel  it  to  lose  its  interstate  connection,  with  a  con- 
sequent loss  of  interstate  business.    Were  these  statements  contro- 
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verted,  there  might  be  some  douht  as  to  the  effect  of  the  orders, 
but  the  evidence  is  vrithout  conflict  in  this  regard,  and  it  fol- 
lows that  the  order  is  an  unreasonable  restraint  upon  interstate 
traffic,  and  is  therefore  unauthorized/' 

In  this  view  of  the  case  and  in  the  light  of  the  above-cited 
authorities  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  we  con- 
clude that  said  order  No.  781  cannot  stand. 

It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  decree  of  the  court  below  must 
be  affirmed. 

Anderson,  Ch,  J,,  and  McClellan  and  Sayre,  JJ.,  ooncur. 


OAIilFORNIA  SrPRE»i£  COURT. 

HOLABIRD 

v. 

EAILBOAD  COMMISSION  OF  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA. 

[L.  A.  398^3988.] 

(—  Cal.  — ,  154  Pac.  831.) 

Certiorari  —  Review  of  intermediate  orders  —  Order  merely  assertino 
jurisdiction. 

Certiorari  does  not  lie  to  review  an  intermediate  prder  of  the 
CaUfornia  CommissioD  which  merely  overrules  a  demurrer  alleging; 
that  the  defendant  is  not  a  public  utility,  and  consequently  not  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

[January  17,  1916.] 

Petition  to  review  an  order  of  the  California  Railroad  Com- 
mission overmling  a  demurrer  attacking  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission;  dismissed  without  prejudice  as  premature. 

Appearances:  W.  B.  Mathews  and  S.  B.  Robinson  for  pe- 
titioner; Douglas  Brookman  (Max  Thelen  of  counsel)  for  re- 
spondent ;  Haines  &  Haines  and  John  M.  Eshleman,  amici  curies^ 

Shaw,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

In  each  of  the  aforesaid  cases  the  petitioner  seeks  to  review 
and  annul  an  alleged  decision  and  order  of  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission. The  order  in  Xo.  3986  was  made  upon  the  complaint  of 
Louis  J.  Ivey  to  the  Commission;  that  in  3987  upon  the  cora- 
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plaint  of  Adolph  Becker;  and  that  in  No.  3988  upon  the  com- 
plaint  of  F.  W.  Weeks,  as  president  of  the  Holtville  city  coun- 
dl.  The  nature  of  the  proceedings  may  best  be  shown  by  a  brief 
statement  of  the  facts  alleged  in  the  complaint  of  Becker  and  of 
the  order  made  in  that  case. 

Becker  complained  to  the  Commission,  alleging  that  the  Cali- 
fornia Development  Company  was  a  corporation  organized  un- 
der the  laws  of  New  Jersey  to  carry  on  the  business  of  selling, 
renting,  and  distributing  water  for  irrigation  purposes  for  com- 
pensation and  hire ;  that  it  was  operating  an  ii'rigation  system  in 
the  county  of  Imperial,  and  thereby  distributing,  selling,  and 
renting  water  generally  to  the  public  in  that  county,  for  the  irriga* 
tiom  of  the  land  of  the  Imperial  valley,  including  a  tract  of  land 
of  Becker  containing  some  240  acres;  that,  in  an  action  pend^ 
ing  in  the  superior  court,  W.  H.  Holabird  had  been  duly  appoint- 
ed receiver  of  said  company,  and  in  that  capacity  was  carrying 
on  the  business  of  the  company ;  that  Becker  needed  water  with 
which  to  irrigate  his  land,  and  had  demanded  the  delivery  there- 
of from  said  receiver,  offering  to  pay  the  usual  rate  fixed  there- 
for, but  that  the  receiver  thereupon  refused,  and  still  refuses, 
to  deliver  any  water  to  said  Becker.  The  prayer  was  that  the 
Commission  make  an  order  requiring  the  receiver  to  deliver  water 
to  Becker  for  the  irrigation  of  said  land  at  the  same  price  and 
tenns  upon  which  it  delivered  water  to  other  persons  owning 
lands  under  the  system.  The  receiver  appeared  and  filed  a  paper, 
denominated  a  demurrer  to  the  complaint  of  Becker,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Comonission  had  no  jurisdiction  of  the  proceed- 
ings. The  particular  point  stated  in  the  demurrer  was  that  it  did 
not  appear  that  the  water  supply  in  charge  of  the  defendant  as  re- 
ceiver is,  or  ever  has  been,  dedicated  to  public  use,  or  that  the  sys- 
tem controlled  by  him  is  a  public  utility.  The  Commission  did 
not  see  fit  to  rest  its  determination  as  to  its  jurisdiction  upon  the 
allegations  of  the  complaint  of  Becker. to  which  the  demurrer  of 
Holabird  was  addressed,  but  took  evidence  on  the  subject  of  the 
character  of  the  company  and  made  findings  of  fact  upon  the  evi* 
dence.     Thereupon  it  made  the  following  order : 

"A  public  consolidated  hearing  having  been  held  in  the  above- 
entitled  cases  on  the  question  whether  the  Railroad  Commission 
has  jurisdiction  over  the  defendants,  and  this  question  being 
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now  ready  for  decision,  the  Railroad  Commiasion,  in  reliance 
on  each  statement  or  finding  of  fact  contained  in  the  opinion 
which  precedes  this  order,  hereby  finds  that  the  water  aystem  of 
California  Development  Company  is  a  public  utility  water  sys- 
tem, and  that  W.  H.  Holabird,  as  receiver  thereof,  is  a  public 
utility,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bailroad  Commission. 
It  is  accordingly  ordered  that  the  demurrers  in  each  of  the  above- 
entitled  cases  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  overruled^  and  the 
defendant  in  each  of  said  cases  is  hereby  given  twenty  (20)  days 
from  service  of  a  certified  copy  of  this  opinion  and  order  in  which 
to  satisfy  the  respective  complainants  or  to  answer." 

It  is  this  order  which  the  petitioner  here  seeks  to  review.  In 
regard  to  the  complaints  of  Ivey  and  Weeks  like  proceedings  were 
had,  resulting  in  orders  the  same  in  form  as  that  above  given. 
At  the  close  of  its  opinion,  referred  to  in  the  above  order,  the 
Commission  says:  "It  will  be  understood,  of  course,  that  the 
present  decision  deals  only  with  the  question  of  this  Commission's 
jurisdiction.  If  this  decision  stands,  it  by  no  means  necessarily 
follows  that  complainants  in  any  or  all  of  these  cases  will  ulti- 
mately secure  the  relief  for  which  they  ask." 

Each  case  is  still  pending  before  the  Commission  for  final  de- 
termination. The  orders  asked  for  have  not  been  made  and  may 
yet  be  denied.  No  final  determination  of  either  case  has  been 
made.  It  may  be  that  the  receiver  will  not  be  injured  or  the 
system  he  controls  at  all  be  affected  by  the  final  orders.  We 
think  this  proceeding  is  premature. 

The  writ  of  review  lies  only  when  the  final  determination  of 
an  inferior  court,  tribunal,  or  board  is  in  excess  of  its  jurisdic- 
tion. Code  Civ.  Proc.  §  1068.  The  language  of  the  section 
limits  it  to  cases  where  the  tribunal  "has  exceeded"  its  jurisdic- 
tion. It  does  not  lie  to  determine  the  correctness,  in  point  of 
law,  of  rulings  or  decisions  made  by  such  court,  tribunal,  or 
board,  upon  objections  made  or  questions  arising  in  the  course 
of  the  proceeding  or  cause  preliminary  and  prior  to  the  final 
determination  regarding  the  action  which  it  is  asked  to  take  in  the 
matter.  Wilson  v.  Sacramento  County,  3  Cal.  386;  People 
ex  reL  San  Francisco  v.  County  Judge,  40  Cal.  479 ;  Aberding 
V.  Macham,  40  Cal.  656 ;  Lamb  v.  Schottler,  54  Cal.  320 ;  Sayers 
V.  Superior  Ct.  84  Cal.  642,  24  Pac.  296;  Gauld  v.  San  Fran- 
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Cisco,  122  Cal.  18,  54  Pac  272.  In  Wilson  v.  Sacramento 
County  the  board  of  supervisors  had  overruled  an  objection  that 
it  had  no  jurisdiction  over  an  application  for  a  ferry  license,  but 
had  not  granted  or  refi^sed  such  license.  In  People  ex  rel.  San 
Francisco  v.  County  Judge,  the  judge  had  entertained  an  appli- 
cation of  certain  street  conuniasioners  asking  him  to  fix  the  com- 
pensation which  they  should  receive,  and  had  set  the  application 
for  hearing,  but  had  not  otherwise  acted  upon  it  In  Lamb  v. 
Schottler  one  of  the  points  involved  was  the  right  to  a  review  of 
the  action  of  the  board  of  supervisors  upon  a  proposed  resolution, 
which  was  still  pending  before  it  and  had  not  been  adopted.  In 
Sayers  v.  Superior  Ct  the  petitioner  had  been  cited  to  show  cause 
why  he  should  not  be  punished  in  contempt  for  disobeying  an 
order  of  the  superior  court,  but  he  had  not  been  adjudged  guilty 
or  tried  on  the  charge.  In  Gauld  v.  San  Francisco,  an  applica- 
tion had  been  made  to  the  board  of  supervisors  for  a  telephone 
franchise,  and  certain  proceedings  had  been  taken  under  the 
statute  toward  the  granting  of  such  franchise,  but  none  had  been 
granted. 

In  all  these  cases  it  was  held  that  the  application  for  a  writ  of 
review  was  premature,  and  in  each  case  the  proceeding  was  ac- 
cordingly dismissed  or  denied.  In  People  ex  rel.  San  Francisco 
V.  County  Judge,  the  court  said:  "The  writ  of  certiorari  is  a 
writ  of  review.  Its  office  is  to  bring  up  for  review  final  deter- 
minations and  adjudications  of  inferior  tribunals,  boards,  or  offi- 
cers exercising  judicial  functions,  when  there  is  no  appeal,  nor 
any  plain,  speedy,  and  adequate  remedy.  The  writ  is  necessarily 
foimded  on  a  final  determination." 

It  was  further  said  that,  if  such  writ  might  issue  at  any  step 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  inferior  tribunal  to  annul  its  rulings, 
"this  would  be  the  exercise  of  original  jurisdiction  by  the  court 
issuing  the  writ,  and  not  a  review  of  the  determination  of  the 
inferior  tribunal.  The  matter  complained  of  would  be,  not  that 
the  tribunal  had  exceeded,  but  that  it  was  about  to  exceed,  its 
jurisdiction." 

In  Sayers  v.  Superior  Ct.  the  court  said :  "The  function  of 
a  writ  of  review  is  not  to  restrain  the  proceedings  of  an  inferior 
tribunal,  but  to  annul  proceedings  which  have  been  taken  with- 
out jurisdiction.  It  cannot  be  employed  to  prevent  a  threatened 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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excess  of  jurisdiction.  It  is  issued  only  when  an  inferior  tri- 
bunal, board,  or  officer  exercising  judicial  functions  has  exceeded 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  tribunal,  board,  or  officer." 

The  present  case  cannot  be  distinguished  from  those  above 
cited.  There  has  been  no  final  adjudication.  The  order  merely 
overrules  a  demurrer.  It  does  not  decide  the  case.  The  de- 
cision of  the  Commission  that  the  California  Development  Com- 
pany, through  the  receiver,  is  conducting  a  public  utility,  is  pre- 
liminary only.  Before  proceeding  to  regulate,  the  Commission 
must  always  ascertain  that  the  person  or  corporation  to  be  regu- 
lated is  one  over  whom  it  is  given  authority,  else  it  must  refuse 
to  act  further.  As  it  is  a  question  affecting  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission  to  act  at  all,  it  may  revoke  its  ruling  thereon  at 
any  time  before  the  action  invoked  by  the  complainant  has  been 
taken  or  refused,  or  at  any  time  before  the  authority  to  grant  a 
rehearing  has  expired.  A  lack  of  jurisdiction  of  the  subject-mat- 
ter is  sufficient  cause  for  arresting  a  proceeding  at  any  stage, 
whenever  it  appears  or  is  called  to  the  attention  of  the  tribunal, 
and  it  is  not  bound  by  a  preliminary  decision  thereon. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  Public  Utilities  act,  under  which  the 
Commission  proceeds,  which  changes  the  general  rule  con- 
cerning writs  of  review  in  this  respect.  Section  67  of  that 
act  provides  that  a  person  claiming  to  be  aggrieved  by  any  order 
or  decision  of  the  Conamission  may  apply  to  the  Supreme  Court 
for  a  writ  of  review  for  the  purpose  of  haying  the  lawfulness  of 
the  prder  or  decision  inquired  into  and  determined,  and  that  ^'the 
review  shall  not  be  extended  further  than  to  determine  whether 
the  Commission  has  regularly  pursued  its  authority,  including 
a  determination  of  whether  the  order  or  decision  under  review 
violates  any  right  of  the  petitioner  under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  or  the  state  of  California."  Stat.  Spec.  Sess.  1911, 
56;  Stat.  1915,  161. 

Except  for  the  reference  to  constitutional  questions,  which  is 
perhaps  unnecessary,  the  language  quoted  is  similar  to  that  of 
§  1074  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  which  declares  that  the 
writ  of  review  "cannot  be  extended  further  than  to  determine 
whether  the  inferior  tribunal,  board  or  officer  has  regularly  pur- 
sued the  authority  of  such  tribunal,  board  or  officer."    There  is 
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nothing  in  §  67  or  in  any  other  part  of  the  Public  Utilities  act 
which  in  any  way  indicates  an  intention  by  the  legislature  to  en- 
large the  writ  so  as  to  authorize  this  court  to  intervene  in  the 
course  of  a  proceeding  before  the  Railroad  Commission,  stop  the 
proceedings,  and  determine  whether  or  not  its  intermediate  rul- 
ings are  within  its  powers.  Neither  does  the  act  empower  the 
Commission  to  make  general  adjudications  regarding  the  char- 
acter of  the  several  water  corporations  or  persons  using  or  dis- 
posing of  water,  or  conducting  other  business  enterprises,  within 
the  state,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not  they, 
or  any  of  them,  are  public  utilities,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Public  Utilities  act,  and  therefore  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  .of 
the  Commission.  No  proceeding  is  authorized  for  th^  mere  pur- 
pose of  determining  this  question  with  respect  to  any  person  or 
corporation.  Section  60  authorizes  the  Commission,  of  its  own 
motion,  or  upon  the  complaint  of  any  person,  to  inquire  into 
any  act  or  thing  done  by  any  public  utility,  and  to  make  such 
order  therein  as  may  be  necessary  to  compel  stich  public  uliSty 
to  comply  with  the  law  or  with  the  orders  or  rules  of  the  Com- 
mission, but  it  does  not  authorize  a  proceeding  fqr  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  inquiring  and  determining  whether  a  particular  person 
or  corporation  is  carrying  on  a  public  utility,  or  is  engaged  in 
a  private  enterprise.  It  follows  that  the  decision  of  the  Commis- 
sion, in  the  c^ses  here  involved,  that  the  California  Developme^l; 
Company  is  a  public  service  corporation  carrying  on  a  public 
service,  is  not  an  adjudication  of  that  question  which  is  made 
final  by  any  provision  of  the  Public  Utilities  act,  and  it  remains 
in  fieri,  as  in  any  other  similar  proceeding  before  a  court  or 
tribunal.  This  being  the  ease,  it  is  net  an  order  or  decision  whick 
is  subject  to  review  by  this  court.  If  the  final  order  of  the  Com- 
mission in  any  of  the  cases  is  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the  com- 
pany in  charge  of  the  receiver,  the  decision  that  it  is  a  public 
utility,  if  it  then  stands  imrerc^ed,  may  be  attacked  and  re- 
viewed upon  an  application  for  the  review  of  such  final  order. 

The  petitions  are  dismissed  without  prejudice  to  any  subse- 
quent proceedizig, .  . 

We  concur :    Angellotti,  Ch.  J. ;  Sloss,  J. ;  Melvin,  J. ;  Hen- 
shaw,  J.;  Lawlor,  J. 
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Note— In  Be  Long  Beach,  Decision  No.  8092,  Feb.  14,  1916, 
the  California  Commission  dismissed  the  petition  of  the  city  of  Long 
Beach  for  a  ruling  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  to  com- 
pel public  utilities  at  Long  Beach  to  make  joint  use  of  underground 
conduit,  the  Commission  saying  that  under  the  authority  of  Hola- 
BiRD  V.  Railroad  Commission,  this  matter  was  not  properly  the 
subject  of  a  formal  application,  and  should  be  determined  either 
informally  or  in  a  formal  proceeding  initiated  by  a  complaint  asking 
for  some  definite  relief. 


COLORADO  PUBIilC  tJTIIilTIES   COMMISSION. 

RE  COLORADO  SPRINGS  LIGHT,  HEAT,  ft  POWER 
COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  24.] 

On  rehearing  (see  P.U.R.1916A,  872). 

CfMMtitutional  law  ^^  Impairment   of  contract  m^  JPower  of  Cofntftfo- 
Hon  —  Discrimination, 

1.  The  Colorado  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  require  a  public 
utility  to  eliminate  discriminatory  rates,  although  contracts  with  con- 
sumera  or  municipal  franchise  contracts  are  iuTolved,  unless  the  Con- 
stitution or  the  legislature  of  the  state  has  expressly  delegated  to  the 
mimicipality  the  power  to  contract  inviolably  for  rates  for  the  period 
covered  by  the  franchise  granted. 

Return  ^  Basis '*' Investment  as  a  whole -^  Separate  department  of 
uHlHty. 

2.  A  utility  operating  several  departments  and  furnishing  different 
kinds  of  service  is  not  entitled  to  have  the  different  properties  valued 
as  one  property  and  the  rate  of  return  based  upon  the  earnings  of  the 
entire  property. 

Valuation^ Water  power ^ AuoMiary  hyOro  plant. 

3.  In  valuing  the  electric  properties  of  a  utili^  no  allowance  will 
be  made  for  the  water  power  of  an  auxiliary  hydro  plant  whose  cost  of 
maintenance,  operation,  interest,  and  depreciation  offsets  the  saving  in 
coal  for  the  steam*generating  plant. 

Valuation ^Water^right  option-^ Not  need  or  useful. 

4.  No  value  can  be  accorded  to  a  water-right  option  where  such 
option  is  not  now  used  nor  useful,  nor  can  ever  be  used  or  useful,  to 
the  utility. 

Return  —  On  fair  value  —  Limited  hy  value  of  aerviee. 

5.  The  right  of  a  public  utility  to  earn  a  reasonable  return  upon 
the  present  fair  value  of  its  property  is  contingent  upon  charging  the 
consuming  public  no  more  than  the  reasonable  value  of  the  commodity 
or  service  furnished. 
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Vahimtion--^  Theories  m^Beprodnction  cost  less  depreeiatian. 

6.  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  is  an  important,  but  not  the 
sole  test,  of  the  fair  value  of  utility  properties. 

Valuatitni  ^  Theories  ^  Reproduction  cost  ^  Consideration  of  depre* 
etaUon. 

7.  In  applying  the  reproduction  cost  theory  as  a  test  of  the  fair 
yalne  of  utility  property,  due  consideration  must  be  given  to  accrued 
depreciation. 

Valuation  —  Ascerta  in  me nt  —  Factors  ~~  Boole  valtie. 

8.  But  little  consideration  need  he  given  to  the  book  value  fd  a 
public  utility  in  ascertaining  the  present  fair  value,  where  the  records 
are  incomplete  and  confused,  and  a  large  proportion  of  the  allied  book 
value  consists  of  intangible  values  for  watered  stock  or  property  aban- 
doned, or  not  used,  or  useful  in  the  operation  of  the  utility. 

Befurn— Operollnff  expenses '•^  Rroteotion  againat  emiraordinary  ae^ 
eident^ 

9.  An  electric  utility  is  not  entitled  in  its  return  to  a  specific  al- 
lowance to  be  set  aside  annually  as  protection  against  extraordinary 
future  accidents. 

Saturn '^Operating  expenses -^  Cosi  of  superviaian  hy  holdhm  com* 


10.  An  operating  electric  company  is  justified  in  paying  a  holding 
company  2  per  cent  of  its  gross  sales  for  general  supervision  expense, 
where  the  management  of  the  utility  has  been  excellent  and  the  general 
operating  expenses  have  been  reduced  without  impairment  of  the  serv- 
ice. 

Bublic  utilities '-'Steam  heating -^  Power  of  Commission-^  Statutory 
limitation. 

11.  The  Colorado  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  regulate  the 
sale  of  steam  for  heating  purposes,  since  steap  heating  is  not  nsmed 
in  the  statute  which  enumerates  all  utilities  which  shall  be  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

[March  1,  1916.] 

Petition  for  rehearing  of  an  order  of  the  Colorado  Commis- 
rion  dated  December  15,  1915  (see  P.U.R1916A,  872),  and 
establishing  a  schedtile  of  rates  for  the  Colorado  Springs  Light, 
Heat,  &  Power  Company ;  the  rate  schedule  for  the  sale  of  elec- 
tricity is  modified  somewhat,  otherwise  rehearing  denied. 

Appearances:  R.  L.  Holland  for  the  Colorado  Springs  Light, 
Heat,  &  Power  Company;  J.  L.  Bennett,  City  Attorney,  City  of 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado.     . 

By  the  Commission:  The  above  cause  was  the  result  of  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  city  council  of  Colorado  Springs  re- 
questing this  Commission  to  hold  an  investigation  into  the  rates, 
service,  rules,  regulations,  and  practices  of  the  Colorado  Springs 
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Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company,  which  was  followed  by  a  six 
weeks'  preliminary  investigation  by  the  engineering  staff  of  the 
Commission,  and  which  resulted  in  an  order  by  this  Commission, 
issued  on  the  17th  day  of  June,  1915,  inaugurating  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  rates,  service,  rules,  regulations,  and  practices  of 
the  respondent,  accompanied  by  a  notice  to  the  said  respondent 
and  the  city  of  Colorado  Springs  that  the  above  cause  would  be 
heard  on  the  8d  day  of  August,  1915,  at  2:00  o'clock  p.  m.,  at 
the  city  hall,  Colorado  Springs,  Colorado. 

On  the  3d  day  of  August,  1915,  the  hearing  was  cotivened  at 
Colorado  Springs,  and  the  Commission  received  the  reports  of  its 
engineering  and  statistical  staff,  as  well  as  the  evidence  of  .many 
witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  respondent  utility  corporation  and  the 
Commission.  The  engineering  staff  of  the  Commission  intro- 
duced in  evidence  its  report  on  the  valuation  of  the  properties  of 
the  company.  The  Commission's  statistician  introiiuced  into 
the  evidence  his  report,  in  which  was  embodied  a  complete  his- 
tory of  the  respondent  company,  as  well  as  an  abstract  of  the  ac- 
coimts  and  the  distribution  of  the  expense  as  betwe<^n  its  elec- 
tric, gas,  and  steam  properties.  An  adjournment  wa*  then 
taken  until  the  31st  day  of  August,  1915,  at  which  time  the  en- 
gineer for  the  company  presented  to  the  Commission  opinion  evi- 
dence as  to  the  values  of  the  properties,  and  other  witnesses  testi- 
fied in  behalf  of  both  the  company  and  the  Commission. 

On  the  15th  day  of  December,  1915,  the  Commission  ren- 
dered its  written  statement  and  order  in  this  cause. 

For  the  purpose  of  making  rates  the  Commission  segregated 
the  electric  and  hydro,  gas,  and  steam  properties  of  the  respond- 
ent company,  and  determined  the  present  fair  value  of  the  elec- 
tric and  hydro  properties  of  the  respondent  to  be  $1,481,762,  and, 
by  averaging  the  net  earnings  of  these  properties  for  the  yeana 
1911,  1912,  1913,  and  1914,  arrived  at  an  average  net  return 
of  $233,875,  and  deducted  from  this  amount  the  sum  of  $52,000 
as  an  annual  depreciation  reserve,  leaving  an  average  net  return, 
less  depreciation,  of  $181,875  per  annum.  The  Conami^ion 
therefore  concluded  that  the  respondent  company  was  earning 
12.27  per  cent  per  annum  on  $1,481,762,  which  was  held  to  be 
an  excessive  earning,  and  attempted  to  readjust  the  schedule  of 
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that  a  proper  depreciation  reserve  should  be  set  aside  annually 
and  still  permit  the  respondent  company  to  earn  a  net  revenue  in 
excess  of  7^  per  cent  per  annum  on  $1,481,762.  All  discrimina- 
tory rates  and  charges  were  abolished  by  the  Commission. 

The  present  fair  value  of  the  gas  property  of  the  respondent 
was  found  to  be  $710,917,  upon  which  it  was  earning  1.16  per 
cent  per  annum,  exclusive  of  the  annual  depreciation  reserve, 
which  rate  of  return  was  held  not  to  be  excessive.  The  present 
schedule  of  rates  and  charges  covering  the  sale  of  gas  by  the  re- 
spondent company  was  temporarily  approved  by  the  Commission. 

The  present  fair  value  of  the  property  of  the  respondent  com- 
pany in  use  and  useful  in  the  sale  of  steam  heat  was  found  to  be 
$122,774;  also  that  the  company  sustains  a  loss  in  the  operation 
of  its  steam  property  in  the  sum  of  $13,912  annually,  said 
amount  including  $8,000  annual  depreciation  reserve.  The 
schedule  of  rates  and  charges  of  the  respondent  covering  the 
sale  of  steam  was  not  adjusted  for  the  reason  that  the  Commis- 
sion has  been  advised  by  the  attorney  general  of  the  state  of  Colo- 
rado that  it  IS  without  jurisdiction  to  make  reasonable  rates  and 
charges  for  the  sale  of  steam  heat. 

It  was  further  ordered  by  the  Commission  that  its  order  in  the 
above  cause  should  be  in  force  and  effect  upon  the  1st  day  of 
January,  1916,  and  should  apply  to  all  service  furnished  after 
said  date. 

On  the  29th  day  of  December,  1915,  the  respondent  in  the 
above  cause  filed  its  written  application  to  extend  the  time  of 
the  effective  date  of  the  order  of  this  Commission  until  the  1st 
day  of  February,  1916.  The  application  of  the  respondent,  and 
affidavits  in  support  of  the  same,  allege,  in  substance,  that  the 
order  of  the  Commission  established  a  schedule  of  rates  for  cer- 
tain classes  of  service  supplied  by  the  respondent,  which,  in  order 
to  compute  customers'  bills  thereunder,  necessitated  the  accurate 
ascertainment  of  the  connected  load  of  each  individual  consumer, 
and  that  the  employees  of  the  company  could  not  obtain  the  neces- 
sary data  and  information  by  January  1,  1916,  the  effective  date 
of  the  order,  and  that  the  respondent  had  not  had  sufficient  time, 
since  the  entering  of  the  above  order,  to  fully  advise  itself  as  to 
the  provisions  and  schedules  in  the  order  contained,  or  to  apply 
the  same  to  its  business  in  order  to  determine  with  a  reasonable 
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degree  of  certainty  the  effect  thereof,  and  would  therefore  he 
unable  to  satisfactorily  determine  whether  or  not  it  desired  to 
file  an  application  with  the  Commission  for  a  rehearing  in  this 
case  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  order,  and  could  not  spe- 
cifically set  forth  the  ground  or  grounds  on  which  it  considered 
the  decision  and  order  to  be  unlawful,  if  it  should  finally  con- 
sider the  same  or  any  part  thereof  to  be  unlawful,  as  is  required 
by  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Colorado. 

After  an  examination  of  the  said  petition  and  affidavits  in 
support  thereof,  the  Commission  modified  its  order  in  the  above 
cause,  extending  the  time  of  the  effective  date  of  the  order  to 
February  1,  1916. 

On  the  31st  day  of  January,  1916,  the  respondent  oompany, 
through  its  attorney,  Bush  L.  Holland,  Esq.,  filed  with  this  Com- 
mission' its  application  for  a  rehearing  of  the  above  cauBe,  setting 
forth  thirty-five  reasons  in  support  of  the  application.  The  ap- 
plication for  rehearing,  accompanied  by  an  elaborate  brief  in 
support  of  the  allegations  in  said  application,  has  received  care- 
ful and  serious  consideration  at  the  hands  of  this  Commission. 
Many  of  the  allegations  contained  therein,  if  true,  would  entitle 
the  respondent  to  an  immediate  rehearing  of  the  above  cause^ 
with  resulting  changes  in  present  fair  value,  and  of  the  schedules 
of  rates  and  charges  covering  the  sale  of  electricity  as  ordered 
by  the  Commission  on  December  15,  1915. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  order,  the  objections  of  the  respond- 
ent to  the  order  of  this  Commission  in  the  above  cause,  contained 
in  the  application  for  rehearing,  were  considered  as  follows : 

(1)  That  the  order  of  the  Commission  fails  to  recognize  the 
contractual  rights  and  obligations  of  the  respondent  oompany^ 
both  as  to  contracts  with  individuals  and  franchises  held  by  the 
company  from  municipalities. 

(2)  That  the  Commission  has  erroneously  s^regated  and 
separately  valued  and  considered  the  respondent's  electric^  gas^ 
and  steam  heat  plants,  properties,  and  business,  whereas  the 
plants,  properties,  and  business  of  the  company  should  have  been 
C'Onsidered  and  valued  as  a  whole,  and  rates  establLihed  which 
would  give  to  the  company  a  fair  return  on  its  entire  invest- 
ment. 

(8)  That  the  valuations  fixed  in  the  order  of  the  Commission 
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are  confiscatory;  deny  to  the  respondent  a  reasonable  or  fair 
return  on  the  property  employed  in  the  business ;  and  that  the 
schedules  of  rates  and  charges  for  electricity  and  gas  ordered  by 
this  Connnission  are  unfair  and  unreasonable. 

(4)  That  the  order  of  the  Commission  denies  to  the  company 
the  right  to  a  fair  return  on  its  investment  in  its  electric  plants 
and  property,  by  deducting  therefrom  a  sum  in  excess  of 
$300,000  for  accrued  depreciation,  whereas  the  company  is  en- 
titled to  a  fair  return  on  reproduction  cost  of  physical  property, 
which  ifl  maintained  so  as  to  render  service  100  per  cent  efficient, 
without  deducting  therefrom  so-called  accrued  depreciation,  and 
that  the  order  of  the.  Commission  is  based  solely  on  the  theory 
of  reproduction  cost  less  theoretical  depreciation,  and  that  the 
Commission  in  its  order  disregarded  and  failed  to  consider  the 
undisputed  evidence  of  the  statistician  of  the  Conmiission,  Fred 
W.  Herbert,  in  regard  to  the  book  value  of  the  company. 

(5)  That  the  Commission  has  not  made  adequate  or  sufficient 
allowance  for  working  capital  and  overhead  expenditures,  and 
has  made  no  allowance  for  surplus  and  contingencies. 

(6)  That  the  order  of  the  Commission  penalizes  economical 
and  efficient  management. 

(7)  That  the  Commission  declined  to  take  jurisdiction  as  to 
steam  heat,  whereas  under  the  law  it  has  jurisdiction  over  a 
utility  furnishing  this  commodity,  and  should  have  exercised  it. 

(8)  That  the  order  of  the  Commission  prescribes  rates  which 
are  inadequate,  uncommercial,  impracticable,  discriminatory,  in- 
consistent, and  noninducive. 

(9)  That  sufficient  time  was  not  allowed  the  respondent  com- 
pany in  which  to  prepare  and  file  a  complete  inventory  and 
appraisement  of  its  property. 

Contracts — Franchises  with  Municipalities. 

[1]  It  is  here  contended  that  the  Commission's  order  in  the 
above  cause  expressly  abrogates  contracts  with  individuals  and 
municipalities.  The  duties  of  this  Commission  are  clearly  ex- 
pressed in  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Colorado  pertaining  to  public 
utilities,  and  it  became  our  duty,  after  the  hearing  of  the  above 
cause,  to  order  the  respondent  company  to  install  just  and  rea- 
sonable charges  and  rates,  and  to  do  away  with  all  alleged  dis- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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crimination  in  its  rates  and  charges,  rules,  regulations,  practices, 
and  contracts.  One  of  the  fundamental  reasons  for  state  and 
Federal  regulation  of  public  utilities  is  to  prevent  and  prohibit 
illegal  discrimination  as  between  patrons.  It  is  certainly  true 
that  the  utility  must  serve  all  its  patrons  of  the  same  class  and 
conditions  of  service  at  the  same  rates,  and  accord  to  each 
the  same  consideration.  In  the  order  of  the  Commission  in  the 
above  cause,  rendered  on  the  15th  day  of  December,  1915,  the 
respondent  was  ordered  to  eliminate  illegal  discriminatory  rates, 
charges,  and  contracts,  and  was  specifically  directed  to  diow  no 
favoritism  to  its  officers,  directors,  stockholders,  and  employees 
as  to  rates  and  charges,  and  rules  and  regulations  surrounding 
the  same.  The  Commission  also  ordered  the  respondent  to  col- 
lect from  one  G.  A.  Taff,  in  moneys,  for  all  electrical  energy 
furnished  to  him  by  the  said  respondent  corporation  from  and 
after  the  date  of  the  order,  in  accordance  with  the  schedule  of 
rates  and  charges  as  specified  by  the  Commission,  and  to  desist 
from  the  practice  of  furnishing  electricity  to  the  said  6.  A.  Taffy 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  an  old  contract,  without  a  chaig&' 
being  made  therefor. 

In  view  of  the  numerous  sections  of  the  Utilities  act  expressly 
mentioning  contracts  as  being  within  the  purview  of  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Commission,  and  in  view  of  numerous  cases  up- 
holding the  authority  of  the  state  to  regulate  and  abrogate  con-^ 
tracts  which  purport  to  cover  rate  regulation,  it  must  be  held 
that,  although  counsel  is  here  urging  that  the  contracts  in  ques- 
tion are  inviolable  contracts  under  the  Federal  and  state  Con- 
stitutions, no  argument  is  presented  that  the  contracts  in  ques- 
tion are  not  subject  to  regulation  by  this  Commission.  In  every 
case  of  this  character  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  the  contracts  are 
within  the  scope  of  the  right  of  regulation  unless  the  contrary 
clearly  appears.  The  general  view  of  the  subject-matter  here  is 
forecast  by  Mr.  Justice  Scott  in  the  recent  case  of  Wolverton  v. 
Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  —  Colo.  — ,  142  Pac. 
165 :  '  "And  it  is  now  held  that  even  in  case  of  such  contracts^ 
with  public  utilities  for  specific  rates  and  for  definite  periods  of 
time,  these  are  subject  to  legislative  acts  of  regulation."  Cit~ 
ing  Louisville  &  N.  E.  Co.  v.  Mottley,  219  U.  S.  467,  55  L.  ed. 
207,  34  L.R.A.(N.S.)   671,  31  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  265;  Southern 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RE  COLORADO  SPRINGS  L.  H.  &  P.  CO.  471 

Wire  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  Bridge  &  Ttinnel  R  Co.  38  Mo.  App.  191. 
And  likewise  by  the  quotation  made  in  Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co. 
V.  State  Railroad  Commission,  64  Colo.  64,  at  p.  92,  129  Pac. 
50«^>,  from  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Kansas,  216  U.  S.  262,  54  L.  ed. 
472,  30  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  330,  as  follows:  "Unquestionably,  rail- 
road property  is  protected  by  constitutional  guaranties,  but  these 
rights  are  not  abridged  by  being  subjected  to  reasonable  govern- 
mental power  of  regulation." 

It  is  contended  by  the  respondent  company  that  this  Commis- 
sion has  failed  to  recognize  the  contractual  rights  and  obligations 
of  the  company,  both  as  to  contracts  with  individuals  and  fran- 
chises held  by  the  company  from  municipalities.  Careful  recon* 
sideration  of  liie  evidence  and  of  the  order  fails  to  show  lack  of 
recognition  of  any  legal  rights  acquired  by  this  respondent 
throtigh  franchise  contracts  with  municipalities,  No  franchises 
were  introduced  in  the  evidence  in  this  case,  but,  having  received 
copies  of  these  franchise  contracts  or  ordinances,  the  Commission 
finds  that  no  definite  rates  and  charges  for  electricity  are  set 
forth,  with  the  exception  of  a  maximum  rate  on  municipal  street 
lighting,  which  would  not  in  any  way  be  material  in  the  determi- 
nation of  this  cause,  as  the  rates  and  charges  for  municipal  light- 
ing were  not  altered  by  this  Commission.  In  this  connection 
it  should  be  remembered  that  this  Conoonission  has  taken  the  posi- 
tion heretofore  that  it  is  its  duty  to  make  reasonable  and  just 
rates,  regardless  of  whether  certain  defined  rates  and  charges  are 
set  forth  in  a  franchise  contract  or  ordinance  between  the  munio- 
ipality  on  the  one  hand  and  the  public  utility  on  the  other.  The 
fact  that  a  contract  is  involved  in  no  respect  alters  the  right  of 
the  Commission  to  revise  rates,  unless  the  Constitution,  or  the 
legislature  of  the  state,  expressly  delegated  to  the  municipality 
the  power  to  contract,  inviolably,  for  rates  for  the  period  covered 
by  the  franohise  granted. 

We  quote  from  the  decision  in  Benwood  v.  Public  Service  Com* 
mission,  —  W.  Va,  — ,  L.R.A.19160,  261,  83  S.  E.  295: 
"Though  the  grant  iand  acceptance  of  the  franchise  wherein  cer- 
tain rates  were  fixed,  created  a  contract  between  the  water  com- 
pany and  the  city  of  Benwood,  the  rates  thereby  fixed  are  never^ 
theless  cognizable  for  revision  by  the  Public  Service  Commission 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


479  COLORADO  PUBLIC  UTILITIBS  OOlCtflSSION. 

under  the  broad  powers  delegated  thereto,  unless  prior  to  the 
delegation  of  those  powers  the  legislature  had  expressly  del^ated 
power  to  the  city  of  Benwood  which  authorized  the  city  to  con- 
tract inviolably  for  the  rates  mentioned  in  the  franchise  for  the 
period  stated  therein.  Bate  making  is  a  legislative  act.  It  is 
inherent  in  and  belongs  primarily  to  the  legislature.  The  rate- 
making  power  is  a  power  of  government — ^a  police  power  of  the 
state.  The  city  of  Benwood  at  the  time  of  the  grantii^  of  the 
franchise,  had  no  rate-making  power  that  could  bind  the  state^  if 
the  legislature  of  the  sov^^eign  state  had  not  theretofore  del^ated 
the  same  to  the  city.  And  if  such  delegation  or  grant  of  rat^ 
making  power  was  made  to  the  city  prior  to  the  delegation  of 
general  and  state-wide  po'wers  in  the  same  particular  by  the  legis- 
lature to  the.  Public  Service  Commission,  the  language  relied 
upon  as  evidence  of  such  delegation  or  grant  to  the  city  must  be 
clear  and  express.  The  presumption  is  against  exclusive  delega* 
tion  of  the  legislature's  sovereign  rate-making  power  to  a  mu- 
nicipality. Unless  there  has  been  such  delegation,  by  clear  and 
express  terms,  the  power  is  reserved  in  the  state,  which  can  exer- 
cise it  at  such  times  and  to  such  extent  as  may  be  found  ad- 
visable." 

In  the  case  of  State  ex  rel.  Webster  v.  Superior  Ct  67  Wash. 
37,  L.R.A.1915C,  287,  120  Pac.  861,  Ann.  Cas.  1913D,  78, 
it  is  said:  ''Where  the  state  is  a  party  and  it  appears  that  there 
has  been  no  express  grant  or  waiver  of  its  constitutional  rig^t 
to  fix  rates  so  as  to  give  an  ordinance  t^e  force  of  a  contract  bind- 
ing upon  the  state  (granting  that  under  our  Constitution  this 
could  be  done),  it  cannot  be  held  as  a  matter  of  either  law  or 
policy  that  a  franchise  such  as  the  one  now  under  consideration 
is  a  contract  binding  upon  the  state  of  Washington,  and  for  sev- 
eral reasons.  The  power  to  fix  rates,  being  a  right  reserved  by 
the  people  of  the  state,  cannot,  in  the  light  of  the  Constitution, 
be  held  to  be  an  incident  to  the  right  to  frame  a  freeholders 
charter." 

Also,  in  the  case  of  Milwaukee  Electric  R,  &  Light  Co.  v.  Kail- 
road  Commission,  238  U.  S.  174,  69  L.  ed.  1254,  P.U.R1915D, 
591,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Kep.  820,  decided  1915,  where,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Wisconsin  Revised  Statutes  1911,  |  1862,  em- 
powering a  municipality  to  grant  the  use  of  the  streets  to  street 
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railway  companieB  "upon  such  terms  as  the  proper  authorities 
shall  determine,"  in  which  the  Wisconsin  supreme  court  held 
that  this  statutory  provision  did  not  authorize  a  municipality  to 
make  a  contract  which  would  prevent  the  future  exercise  of  the 
authority  of  the  state  to  fix  rates  hy  legislative  action,  was  fol- 
lowed by  the  Federal  Supreme  Court,  in  which  case  it  was  held 
that  the  exercise  by  a  state  of  its  lawful  power  to  fix  street  rail- 
way rates,  notwithstanding  a  municipal  rate  ordinance,  does  not 
deprive  the  street  railway  company  of  its  property  without  due 
process  of  law ;  and  the  court  states : 

"On  the  hearing  in  the  court  of  first  instance,  it  was  held  that 
there  was  no  contract  made  by  the  passage  and  acceptance  of  the 
ordinance  which  we  have  quoted,  and  the  complaint  was  accord- 
ingly dismissed.  Upon  appeal  to  the  supreme  court  of  Wiscon- 
sin, that  judgment  was  affirmed  (158  Wis.  592,  L.KA.1915F, 
744,  142  N.  W,  491,  Ann.  Cas.  1915A,  911).  The  case  was 
heard  before  six  judges  of  that  court.  Three  held  that  the  stat- 
ute upon  which  the  plaintiff  relied  as  conferring  authority  upon 
a  municipal  corporation  to  make  the  contract  in  question,  did 
not  authorize  the  making  of  a  contract  which  would  prevent  the 
future  exercise  of  the  authority  of  the  state  to  regulate  the  rates 
of  fare  by  l^slative  action.  A  fourth  judge  expressed  no  view 
upon  this  phase  of  the  case,  specifically  holding  that,  under  the 
Wisconsin  Constitution,  there  was  no  power  to  delegate  to  mu- 
nicipal corporations  an  authority  to  make  irrepealable  contracts 
respecting  rates.    •    •    • 

"In  the  view  we  take  of  the  case,  it  is  unnecessary  to  pass 
upon  the  question  of  whether  the  ordinance  had  the  effect  to 
make  a  contract  binding  between  the  city  and  the  company, 
until  subsequent  legislative  action  by  the  state,  or  to  decide 
whether  the  grant  of  the  rights  and  privileges  as  to  fares  was, 
under  the  Wisconsin  Constitution,  revocable  at  the  will  of  the 
l^slature.    .    •    • 

"The  fixing  of  rates  which  may  be  charged  by  public  service 
corporations  of  the  character  here  involved  is  a  legislative  func- 
tion of  the  state,  and,  while  the  right  to  make  contracts  which 
shall  prevent  the  state  during  a  given  period  from  exercising 
this  important  power  has  been  recognized  and  approved  by  judi- 
cial decisions,  it  has  been  uniformly  held  in  this  court  that  the 
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renunciation  of  a  sovereign  right  of  this  character  must  be  evi- 
denced by  terms  so  clear  and  unequivocal  as  to  permit  of  no 
doubt  as  to  their  proper  construction.  This  proposition  has  been 
so  frequently  declared  by  decisions  of  this  court  as  to  render 
unnecessary  any  reference  to  the  many  cases  in  which  the  doc- 
trine has  been  affirmed.     •     •    • 

"In  view  of  the  weight  which  this  court  gives  in  deciding  ques- 
tions involving  the  construction  of  legislative  acts  to  decisions 
of  the  highest  courts  of  the  states  in  cases  of  alleged  contracts, 
and  our  own  inability  to  say  that  this  statute  unequivocally 
grants  to  the  municipal  authorities  the  power  to  deprive  the 
legislature  of  the  right  to  exercise  in  the  future  an  acknowl- 
edged function  of  great  public  importance,  we  reach  the  con- 
clusion that  the  judgment  of  the  supreme  court  of  Wisconsin  in 
this  case  should  be  affirmed." 

It  also  is  evident  to  the  Commission  that  a  clear  prohibition 
is  contained  in  the  Constitution  of  the  state  of  Colorado  upon 
the  right  of  a  municipality  to  contract  inviolably  for  rates  and 
charges  of  public  utilities  operating  within  the  state  of  Colorado. 
Sec.  3,  art.  15,  of  the  Constitution  provides :    . 

"The  general  assembly  shall  have  the  power  to  alter,  revoke 
or  annul  any  charter  of  incorporation  now  existing  and  revocable 
at  the  adoption  of  this  Constitution,  or  any  that  may  hereafter 
be  created,  whenever  in  their  opinion  it  may  be  injurious  to  tixe 
citizens  of  the  state,  in  such  manner,  however,  that  no  injustice 
shall  be  done  to  the  corporators." 

And  §  8  of  the  same  article  provides : 

"The  police  power  of  the  state  shall  never  be  abridged  or  8o 
construed  as  to  permit  corporations  to  conduct  their  business  in 
such  manner  as  to  infringe  the  equal  rights  of  individuals  or 
the  general  well-being  of  the  state." 

Segregation  of  Hydro  and  Electric,  Oas,  and  Steam  Properties. 

[2]  In  its  application  for  a  rehearing  of  this  cause  the  re- 
spondent contends  that  its  hydro  and  electric  properties,  gas 
properties,  and  steam  properties  should  not  be  segregated  for 
rate-making  purposes,  but  this  Commission  is  of  the  opinion 
that  unless  the  gas  property  of  the  respondent  is  segregated  from 
the  hydro  and  electric  properties  the  patrons  of  the  hydro  and 
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electric  properties  na^inrally  will  be  compelled  to. maintain  the 
gas  plant  of  the  respondent,  an  arrangement  for  which  there  is 
no  apparent  authority  in  law. 

The  gas  property  of  this  respozident  is  physically  separate  and 
distinct  from  the  company's  hydro  and  electric  properties,  and 
this  Commission  is  unable  to  find  authority  for  the  proposition 
that,  for  rate-making  purposes,  gas  and  electric  properties  owned 
by  one  company  should  be  valued  as  one  property  and  the  rate 
of  return  based  upon  the  earnings  of  the  entire  property.  In 
fact,  counsel  for  respondent  frankly  admits  that  this  theory  is 
without  precedent. 

It  is  also  earnestly  contended  by  the  respondent  that  steam 
heat  is  really  a  by-product  of  the  company's  manufacture  of  elec- 
tricity, and  that  the  steam  heating  and  the  steam  and  hydro- 
electric  properties  should  be  valued  as  one  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses. This  view  cannot  be  accepted.  While  it  is  true  that  it  is 
somewhat  difficult  to  physically  segregate  certain  parts  of  the 
respondent's  steam-heating  property  from  its  electric  generating 
plant,  this  condition  exists  only  as  to  a  small  portion  of  the  two 
properties.  Should  this  theory  be  accepted,  however,  and,  for 
purposes  of  rate-making,  the  steam-heating  and  hydro  and  elec- 
tric properties  of  the  respondent  be  considered  as  oine  property 
for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  a  present  fair  value  upon  which 
to  base  a  reasonable  rate  of  return,  it  is  apparent  from  the  sched- 
ule of  rates  hereinafter  set  forth  that  the  respondent  would  still 
be  earning  a  rate  of  return  of  from  7^  to  8  per  cent  upon  the 
vftlucs  of  these  two  properties  combined  as  one. 

Valuation. 

[3,  4]  It  is  here  contended  that  the  order  of  this  Commission 
iind  the  valuations  and  schedules  of  rates  and  charges  contained 
therein  deprive  the  respondent  of  its  property  without  due  pro- 
cess of  law,  in  violation  of  the  Constitutions  of  the  state  of  Colo- 
rado and  of  the  United  States;  and  liiat  the  order  of  the  Com- 
mission is  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  Colorado  pertaining  to 
public  utilities,  in  that  the  rates  and  charges  set  forth  therein 
are  unjust  and  unreasonable. 

These  contentions  have  received  serious  consideration  and 
study  at  the  hands  of  the  Commission.     While  it  has  become 
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almost  a  matter  of  course  for  a  public  utility  applying  for  a 
rehearing  of  a  case  before  a  Public  Utilities  Commission,  or 
appealing  from  an  order  of  a  Commission,  to  allege  confiscation 
of  its  property  without  due  process  of  law,  or  the  confiscation  of 
private  property  for  public  use,  this  allegation  is  certainly  of 
serious  import  and  should  be  given  due  heed  by  every  regulatory 
body.  State  regulation  of  public  utilities  through  Public  Utili- 
ties Commissions  is  in  its  infancy.  At  the  inception  of  state 
regulation  it  was  charged  by  many  utilities  that  the  regulatory 
bodies,  in  their  endeavors  to  regulate  the  rates,  charges,  and  prac- 
tices, and  the  rules  and  r^ulations  surrounding  the  same,  and 
the  service  of  public  utilities,  would  be  ov^zealous  in  their 
activities  and  would  endeavor  to  manage  the  public  utility  in  its 
operations,  and,  in  their  desire  to  curry  public  favor,  would 
require  the  utility  to  earn  such  a  low  rate  of  return  as  to  result 
in  the  confiscation  of  its  property  rather  than  the  fair  regulation 
of  rates  and  service.  Countercharges  were  made  that  the  Public 
Utilities  Commissions  would  look  only  to  the  interests  of  the 
utility,  and  would  not  give  due  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
consuming  public,  which  necessarily  must  be  dependent  upon 
the  regulating  body  as  to  the  kind  of  service  rendered  by  the 
utility  and  the  proper  rate  and  charge  therefor. 

The  public  utility  is  not  subject  to  the  general  law  of  com- 
petition, and  its  position  is  entirely  different  from  that  of  a  pri- 
vate concern.  The  service  furnished  by  a  public  utility  should 
be  continuous,  uninterrupted,  and  adequate,  and  should  be  sup- 
plied at  the  lowest  reasonable  cost.  Certainly  it  is  true  that 
this  Commission,  after  arriving  at  the  present  fair  value  of  the 
properties  of  public  utilities,  should  permit  these  utilities  to  earn 
a  fair  rate  of  return  upon  that  present  fair  value,  which  should 
be  in  excess  of  a  proper  annual  depreciation  reserve  to  be  set 
aside  by  the  utilities  under  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  if 
the  rates  thus  made  are  not  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  service. 

In  the  present  case  this  Commission  endeavored  to  determine 
the  present  fair  value  of  the  properties  of  the  respondent  com- 
pany, in  use  or  useful  in  the  sale  of  electricity,  gas,  and  steam 
heat.  The  investigations  of  the  engineering  and  statistical  de- 
partment of  this  Commission,  together  with  the  hearing  of  the 

cause  and  the  final  determination  of  the  same  by  the  Commis* 
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non,  oonsmned  about  six  menthiB'  time.  The  sums  of  money 
allowed  by  this  Commission  as  the  present  fair  values  of  electric 
and  hydro  properties  of  the  respondent,  the  gas  properties  of 
the  respondent,  and  the  steam-heating  properties  of  the  respond- 
ent,  have  been  carefully  rechecked  by  this  Commission,  which 
is  of  the  opinion  that  the  sum  of  $1,481,762  is  the  present  fair 
value  of  its  electric  and  hydro  property  in  use  and  useful  in  the 
sale  of  electricity  for  rate-making  purposes;  that  $710,917  is 
the  present  fair  value  of  the  gas  properties  of  the  respondent  in 
use  and  useful  in  the  sale  of  gas  for  rate-making  purposes ;  and 
that  $122,774  is  the  present  fair  value  of  the  properties  of  the 
respondent  in  use  and  useful  in  the  sale  of  steam  heat. 

The  respondent  corporation,  since  the  date  of  the  order  of 
this  Commission  in  the  above  cause,  has  employed  a  corps  of  rate 
experts,  valuation  engineers,  and  assistants,  to  examine  the  order 
and  the  schedule  of  rates  and  charges  therein  set  forth,  and  their 
findings  and  theories  are  elaborately  set  forth  in  the  application 
for  rehearing  filed  on  behalf  of  the  respondent  by  counsel. 

On  the  31st  day  of  August,  1915,  the  respondent  company 
called  witnesses  who  testified  in  its  behalf  before  the  Commission, 
among  whom  was  Mr.  P.  B.  Bice,  consulting  engineer  for  the 
United  Gas  &  Electric  Engineering  Corporation,  the  holding 
company  of  the  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Com- 
pany, who  presented  facts  and  theories  on  behalf  of  the  respond- 
ent. Engineer  Rice  testified  that  he  had  checked  the  appraisal 
of  Mr.  Fred  J.  Rankin,  the  Commission's  electrical  engineer,  and 
found  it  approximately  correct,  with  the  exception  of  certain 
properties  unintentionally  omitted,  and  which  were  at  this  time 
presented  in  evidence  by  Mr.  Rice  with  valuations  fixed  by  him 
on  the  basis  of  cost  of  reproduction  less  accrued  depreciation. 
These  omitted  items  of  property  were  added  by  the  Commission 
to  the  appraisal  of  its  engineer  and  constituted  a  part  of  the 
valuations  upon  which  the  Commission  based  the  schedule  of 
rates  and  charges  for  the  respondent  company. 

On  the  3d  day  of  August,  1915,  Engineer  Rankin  presented 
his  report  to  the  Cootnmission^  in  which  was  contained  the  invent 
tory  of  the  physical  properties  of  the  respondent,  together  with 
the  cost  to  reproduce,  less  depreciation,  for  the  purpose  of  arriv- 
ing at  the  present  &ir  value  of  the  said  properties.     The  re- 
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spondent  corporation  manuf acturee  its  electridal  mk&pgy  throngk 
a  steam-generating  plant  located  at  Colorado  Springs  and  an 
hydro  plant  located  at  Manitou,  and  in  the  hearing  of  the  above 
cause  before  the  Commission,  the  respondent  earnestly  contended 
that  the  water  power,  owned  by  the  city  of  Colorado  Springs  and 
used  by  this  respondent  through  its  hydro  plant  at  Manitou, 
should  be  given  a  present  fair  value  of  $200,000  by  the  Commis- 
sion in  fixing  the  fair  value  of  the  hydro  and  electric  properties  of 
the  respondent.  Mr.  Rankin  also  testified  that  he  had  not  included 
in  his  valuation  an  alleged  water  right,  known  in  this  case  as  the 
"Empire  Land  &  Wafer  Company  option,"  which,  .according  to 
the  prayer  of  the  respondent  in  its  application  for  a  rehearing, 
should  receive  a  value  of  $130,000  at  the  hands  of  this  Commis- 
sion. In  the  Commission's  order  of  December  15,  1915,  in  the 
above  cause,  the  position  was  taken  that  the  hydro  plant  is  aux- 
iliary to  the  steam  plant  at  Colorado  Springs,  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  steam-generating  plant  is  sufficiently  large  to  carry  the  entire 
load  of  the  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company. 
The  Commission  also  took  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  city 
of  Colorado  Springs  is  the  owner  of  the  water  power  derived  by 
the  respondent  through  its  hydro  plant  at  Manitou,  and  that  the 
city  of  Colorado  Springs  had,  in  addition,  the  complete  control 
of  the  use  of  the  water  power  so  used  by  the  respondent  corpora- 
tion. The  evidence  introduced  pertaining  to  this  situation,  there- 
fore, convinced  the  Commission  that  the  value  of  the  water  power 
and  the  physical  property  of  the  hydro  plant  to  the  respondent 
corporation  consisted  in  breakdown  service  and  the  decrease  in 
coal  consumed  at  the  steam-generating  plant  of  the  company. 
The  report  of  the  Commission's  engineer  in  this  case  includes  the 
sum  of  $202,421  as  the  present  fair  value  of  the  physical  prop- 
erty of  the  respondent's  hydro  plant,  but  does  not  include  any 
value  for  the  water  power  now  used  in  its  operations,  for  the  rea- 
son that  a  careful  study  of  the  conditions  surrounding  the  opera- 
tion of  the  hydro  plant  discloses  the  fact  that  the  saving  in  coal 
efFected  by  its  use  is  entirely  offset  by  inaintenance,  operating 
expenses,  interest,  and  depreciation  on  this  plant,  and  the  water 
power  used  for  this  purpose  is  of  no  value,  inasmuch  as  no  sav- 
ing is  made  by  its  use. 

Convincing  evidence  also  was  introduced  that  the  Empire 
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Land  &  Water  Eight  option  was  not  used  or  useful,  and  could 
never  be  used  by  the  respondent,  and  was  therefore  without  value 
to  the  respondent  company,  and  the  Commission  so  decided^ 
This  position  is  now  affirmed. 

On  the  3d  day  of  August,  1915,  Engineer  Rankin  testified 
that  he  had  made  no  allowance  for  development  costs  and  going 
value,  believing  that  these  were  matters  which  should  be  decided 
by  the  Commission. 

In  arriving  at  the  sum  of  $1,481,762  as  the  present  fair  value 
of  the  hydro  and  electric  properties  of  this  respiondent,  there 
was  included  the  siun  of  $79,125  to  cover  the  preliminary  organi- 
zation and  development  of  the  electric  and  hydro  properties, 
which,  according  to  witness  Rice,  included  the  items  of  organiza- 
tion, printing  prospectus,  promoters'  returns,  cost  of  printing 
necessary  stock  and  bond  forms,  traveling  expenses,  cost  of  finan- 
cing (including  expenses  of  stock  salesmen,  underwriting  ex- 
pense, bond  commission,  traveling  expenses  of  bond  and  stock 
salesmen),  and  also  expense  in  connection  with  obtaining  of 
franchises.  The  cost  of  establishing  and  maintaining  the  busi- 
ness, otherwise  known  as  "going  value,"  was  given  consideration 
by  the  Commission  and  an  allowance  made  therefor.  Had  the 
sum  of  $200,000  for  the  Colorado  Springs  water  power,  and 
$130,000  for  the  Empire  Land  &  Water  right  option,  together 
with  the  sum  of  $400,00  for  going  value,  been  included,  the 
valuations  fixed  by  the  Commission  and  by  the  respondent's  wit- 
ness Rice  would  have  been  in  harmony.  One  of  the  great  under- 
lying dangers  of  state  regulation,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
i  .11,  is  the  attitude  of  public  utility  corporations  in  favoring 
large  intangible  values  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  a  large 
paper  valuation  of  public  utilities  property. 

In  the  order  of  December  15,  1915,  the  respondent  company 
was  instructed  to  set  aside  an  annual  depreciation  reserve  of 
$52,000  on  its  hydro  and  electric  properties.  The  respondent 
now  argues  that  $50,000  is  sufficient  as  an  annual  depreciation 
reserve  on  its  hydro  and  electric  properties.  This  view  will  be 
accepted  and  the  order  of  December  15,  1915,  modified  to  that 
extent. 

In  deteimining  tpon  the  sum  of  $710,917  as  a  present  fair 
value  of  the  gas  property  of  the  respondent  for  the  purpose  at 
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rate  making,  the  Commission  finds  that  the  valuation,  with  the 
exception  of  the  amount  allowed  for  going  value,  is  in  harmony 
with  the  valuation  fixed  by  the  respondent's  witness  Bice;  and 
the  same  is  true  of  the  sum  of  $122,774,  the  present  fair  value 
of  the  steam-heating  property  of  the  respondent  as  fixed  by  the 
Commission, 

At  this  point  the  Commission  calls  attention  to  the  testimony 
of  witness  Eice,  for  the  respondent,  in  regard  to  the  report  of  the 
Commission's  engineer  Rankin,  including  his  appraisal  and  val- 
uations, which  included  the  cost  of  reproduction  less  deprecia- 
tion, and  which  was  one  of  the  tests  of  present  fair  value  used 
by  this  Commission  in  its  order  of  December  15,  1915.  The 
quotation  is  from  page  112  of  the  Commission's  record  in  thi^ 
cause: 

Mr.  Holland.  State  whether  or  not  you  were  requested  to 
make  an  investigation  as  to  the  plants,  properties,  and  values  of 
this  company  for  this  hearing? 

Mr.  Bice.  I  was  instructed  to  examine  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mission's engineer  and  to  check  its  values,  and,  if  necessary,  pre- 
pare an  independent  valuation. 

Mr.  Holland.     When  did  you  enter  upon  that  work  ? 

Mr.  Bice.  I  arrived  in  Colorado  Springs  two  w^ks  ago 
yesterday. 

Mr.  Holland.  Had  you  done  any  work  on  it  prior  to  that 
time? 

Mr.  Bice.  Only  in  the  examination  of  some  plans  and  lists 
of  property  and  reports  on  file  in  the  New  York  office  of  the 
United  Gas  &  Electric  Engineering  Corporation. 

Mr.  Holland.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  made  an  exami- 
nation of  the  physical  property  of  this  company  ? 

Mr.  BicCi     I  have. 

Mr.  Holland.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  arrived  at  a 
determination  in  your  own  mind  as  to  the  fair  value  of  that  prop- 
erty, all  things  considered  ? 

Mr.  Rice.     I  have. 

Mr.  Holland.  State  whether  or  not  you  have  examined  care- 
fully the  report  of  Mr.  Bankio,  engineer  of  this  Commia^on, 
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which  report  was  presented  in  evidence  as  Commission  Exh. 
Ifo.  2? 

Mr.  Rice.  I  have  been  through  the  report  carefully,  both  to 
determine  its  accuracy  as  covering  a  complete  inventory,  and 
dao  as  to  its  prices. 

Mr.  Holland.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  whether  or  not,  after 
having  gone  over  this  report,  and  over  the  physical  property  of 
the  company,  you,  as  an  engineer,  have  reached  a  determination 
or  conclusion  as  to  the  fairness  or  unfairness  of  the  values  stated 
in  that  report? 

Mr.  £ice.  I  find  the  report  to  be  very  fair  in  its  unit  prices, 
and  to  be  approximately  correct  as  to  quantities  and  items,  and 
feel  that  the  report  is  a  very  excellent  one  from  both  the  stand- 
point of  the  consumers  and  the  owners  of  the  property. 

Mr.  Holland.  Are  there  any  valuations  placed  in  that  report 
which  you  desire  to  change,  as  representing  your  own  estimate 
of  the  value  of  the  company's  physical  property  ? 

Mr.  Rice.  I  found  an  item  covering  a  transmission  line  to 
one  of  the  company's  customers, '  namely,  Woodmen's  Home, 
which  had  been  erroneously  included  in  information  furnished 
Mr.  Rankin,  and  included  in  his  report.  As  this  line  is  the 
property  of  the  Woodmen's  Home  it  should  be  eliminated  from 
the  report.  I  have  estimated  the  value  of  this  line  and  checked 
the  estimated  against  the  actual  cost,  which  I  find  to  be  $5,894.45, 
the  cost  to  reproduce,  and  present  value  $5,157.64,  which  should 
be  deducted  from  the  total  value  in  Mr.  Rankin's  report. 

Mr.  Holland.     So  that  the  net  deduction  would  be  $5,158  ? 

Mr.  Rice.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Holland.     In  arriving  at  that  you  applied  depreciation  1 

Mr.  Rice.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Holland.  State  whether  or  not  you  applied  the  same 
depreciation  which  was  applied  by  Mr.  Rankin  in  preparing 
his  report? 

Mr.  Rice.     The  same  depreciation. 

The  sum  of  $710,917,  found  to  be  the  present  fair  value  of 
the  gas  property  of  the  respondent,  includes  $20,000  for  pre- 
liminary organization  and  development  expense,  $15,000  as  work- 
ing capital,  and  an  allowance  for  going  value.  * 
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In  arriving  at  the  income  and  expenses  of  the  hydro  and  elec- 
tric and  gas  properties  of  this  respondent,  the  net  returns  for 
the  years  1911,  1912,  1913,  and  1914  were  averaged  and,  de- 
ducting the  annual  depreciation  reserve  to  be  set  aside  by  the 
respondent  for  the  hydro  and  electric  properties  and  the  gas 
properties,  and  making  the  change  in  the  depreciation  reserve 
for  the  hydro  and  electric  properties  as  suggested  by  the  respond- 
ent in  its  application  for  rehearing,  it  is  found  that  the  respond- 
ent company  has  been  receiving  a  net  return  in  excess  of  12 
per  cent,  exclusive  of  the  annual  depreciation  reserve,  on  its 
hydro  and  electric  properties,  and  a  net  return  of  1.16  per  cent, 
exclusive  of  the  annual  depreciation  reserve,  on  its  gas  properties. 

[5]  It  appears  that  it  is  not  the  desire  of  the  respondent  cor- 
poration to  increase  its  rates  and  charges  for  gas,  in  effect  prior 
to  the  order  of  this  Commission,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  not 
convinced  that  an  increase  in  its  gas  rates  and  charges  would 
reflect  an  increase  in  gas  revenue.  While  the  public  utility  is 
entitled  to  earn  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  present  fair  value 
of  these  properties,  this  return,  as  heretofore  stated,  is  contingexUi 
upon  the  proposition  that  the  consuming  public  be  required  to 
pay  only  the  reasonable  value  for  the  commodity  or  service  fur- 
nished. This  Commission  at  all  times  is  ready  to  entertain 
an  application  for  an  increase  in  the  rates  and  charges  covering 
the  sale  of  gas  by  the  respondent. 

The  argument  is  also  presented  by  the  respondent  that  the 

schedule  of  rates  and  charges  for  electricity,  as  prescribed  by 

the  Commission  in  its  order  of  December  16,  1916,  is  unfair 

and  unreasonable  in  that  it  does  not  give  to  the  company  a  fair 

return,  in  addition  to  the  annual  depreciation  reserve,  upon  the 

present  fair  value  of  its  hydro  and  electric  properties.     The 

Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  schedule  of  rates  and 

charges  for  electricity  as  set  forth  in  its  order  of  December  15, 

1916,  will  produce  revenue  which  will  give  to  the  respondent  a 

fair  return  upon  the  present  fair  value  of  the  hydro  and  electric 

properties,  but  the  Commission  is  also  of  the  opinion  that  the 

position  of  the  respondent,  that  the  schedule  established  by  the 

order  is  unreasonable  in  some  respects  and  should  be  readjusted, 

is  well  taken,  and  shall  at  this  time  readjust  the  schedule  of 

rates  and  charges  for  electricity,  which  said  schedule  shall  be  in 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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effect  for  a  period  of  one  year  from  March  1,  1916,  and  until 
modified  or  amended  by  an  order  of  this  Commission,  and  that 
on  February  28, 1917,  or  within  ten  days  thereafter,  the  respond- 
ent shall  present  its  books  to  the  Commission  for  further  exami- 
nation. If  it  is  then  found  that  the  rate  of  return  is  excessive, 
the  schedule  of  rates  shall  be  further  reduced ;  and  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  is  shown  to  the  Commission  that  the  respondent  is  not 
obtaining  a  fair  rate  of  return  upon  the  present  fair  value  of  its 
hydro  and  electric  properties,  the  schedule  of  rates  and  charges 
as  set  forth  in  this  order  shall  be  increased  sufficiently  to  produce 
a  fair  return. 

Reproduction  Less  Depreciation — Booh  Value. 

[6,  7]  It  is  here  contended  by  the  respondent  in  its  application 
for  rehearing  that  this  Commission  should  have  found  the  fair 
value  of  the  hydro  and  electric  properties  of  the  company  to  be  a 
sum  of  money  which  would  represent  the  cost  of  reproducing 
these  properties  new  without  deducting  depreciation  therefrom ; 
and  at  the  same  time  it  is  alleged  that  the  Commission  arrived 
at  the  present  fair  value  of  the  hydro  and  electric  properties 
solely  on  the  theory  of  reproduction  cost,  less  theoretical  depre- 
ciation, and  that  the  Commission  failed  to  consider  the  evidence 
of  its  statistician,  Mr.  Fred  W.  Herbert,  in  regard  to  the  book 
value  of  the  company. 

The  reproduction  theory,  in  arriving  at  the  value  in  a  rate- 
making  case,  is  only  one  of  many  tests  in  computing  the  present 
fair  value  of  the  property. 

The  original  order,  entered  December  15,  1915,  stated: 

Fair  YaLue  of  Electric  Property. 

After  considering  all  of  the  evidence  and  testimony  in  the 
case  bearing  upon  the  value  of  the  plant,  and  the  cost  to  repro- 
duce, the  original  costs,  the  investment,  the  present  value,  includ- 
ing preliminary  and  development  costs,  engineering,  and  super- 
vision, interest,  insurance,  organization  and  legal  expense  during 
construction,  contingencies,  working  capital,  and  all  other  ele- 
ments of  value  (tangible  and  intangible),  and  taking  into  con- 
sideration  that  the  plant  is  in  successful  operation  and  a  "going- 
concern,' '  the  Commission  finds  the  fair  value  of  the  electric  and 
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hydro  property  of  the  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat,  &  Power 
Company,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  reasonable  and  just 
rates  in  this  case,  to  be  $1,481,762.  We  therefore  find  that  the 
Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  is  earning 
12.27  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  fair  and  reasonable  value  of  its 
electric  and  hydro  properties. 

In  the  case  of  Belleville  v.  St.  Claire  County  Gas  &  E.  Co. 
No.  2237  B,  before  the  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
Illinois,  decided  November  24,  1915,  P.U.R.1915B,  24,  it  is 
stated  by  the  Commission: 

"It  was  argued  by  the  respondent  that  the  reproduction  cost 
new  (undepreciated)  is  a  proper  and  equitable  value  to  be  con- 
sidered for  rate-making  purposes.  The  reasons  advanced,  are: 
(1)  That  reproduction  cost  is  the  amount  of  money  which  would 
necessarily  be  expended  by  a  utility  in  duplicating  its  plant; 
and  (2)  that,  from  a  consumer's  point  of  view,  a  well-operated 
utility  is  delivering  100  per  cent  sei'vice,  and  is  hence  in  100 
per  cent  condition,  irrespective  of  actual  deterioration  of  the 
physical  plant.  If  there  is  justifiable  ground  for  such  an  argu- 
ment, it  must  be  based  upon  real  reason,  and  not  upon  a  mere 
desire  of  the  owners  of  a  property  to  maintain  its  paper  integrity. 
The  advocates  of  the  theory  would  hardly  admit  that  any  need 
of  actually  duplicating  the  property  will  ever  arise,  or,  if  such 
need  were  to  arise,  that  the  property  would  be  duplicated  in  the 
same  identical  manner,  despite  modem  efficiency  and  economy 
and  despite  scientific  development  in  the  art.  The  fact  must 
be  faced  squarely,  that  property,  does  depreciate  in  value  with 
age,  with  use,  with  changes  in  the  art,  and  with  increases  in  load. 
A  very  vital  element  in  the  value  of  equipment  lies  in  the  fact 
that  it  probably  has  ahead  of  it  certain  years  of  effectiveness  in 
the  operation  for  which  it  was  intended.  As  this  period  of  poten- 
tial operation  is  increased  or  decreased,  the  value  of  the  equip- 
ment as  a  portion  of  an  operating  property  is  correspondinglj 
enhanced  or  diminished." 

This  Commission  is  familiar  with  the  decision  of  the  Idaho 
supreipe  court  in  Murray  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission,  150 
Pac.  47,  and  with  the  theory  there  announced  that  there  should 
be  no  theoretical  accrued  depreciation  deducted  from  the  repro- 
duction cost  of  the  physical  property,  but  the  court  there  states 
P.U.R.1936C. 
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that  actual  depredation  should  be  deducted.  Just  what  method 
an  electrical  engineer  may  use  in  arriving  at  the  actual  depre- 
ciated value  of  an  electric  property  without  considering  theo- 
retical d^reciation  is  somewhat  beyond  our  scope  of  vision. 
There  has  been  much  criticism  of  the  theory  of  reproduction  cost 
less  accrued  depreciation  as  the  sole  test  for  determining  the 
present  fair  value  of  a  public  utility.  This  Commission  is  un- 
able to  settle  upon  any  one  test  which  shall  be  the  sole  basis  of 
arriving  at  a  sum  of  money  upon  which  the  utility  shall  be  per- 
mitted  to  earn  a  fair  rate  of  return.  That  the  theory  of  repro- 
duction less  depreciation  is  to-day  one  of  the  important  tests  is 
quite  certain;  in  fact  the  principal  engineer  for  the  respondent 
took  the  reproduction  less  depreciation  theory  as  the  coiTCct 
test  in  arriving  at  the  present  fair  value  of  the  properties  of  the 
respondent  in  this  case. 

Following  is  a  quotation  from  his  testimony,  found  on  page 
142  of  the  record  in  this  cause : 

Mr.  Bennett.  Mr.  Bice,  as  I  understood  it,  you  testified 
that  the  total  valuation,  in  your  judgment,  should  be  $2,902,210, 
I  wish  you  would  state  of  what  that  item  consists,  how  you  make 
that  up — taking  the  totals. 

Mr.  Bice.  I  understand  you  want  the  segregation  of  the 
totals  making  up  that  amount  i 

Mr.  Bennett.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.»  Bice.  To  begin  with,  the  depreciated  vahie  of  the  prop- 
erty, as  shown  in  the  Bankin  report,  is  $2,023,708.  Eliminate 
Woodmen's  line,  $5,158.  Add  for  omitted  property  $18,660. 
Bights  of  way  $10,000 ;  preliminary  organization  expense  $125,- 
000.  Value  Empire  property  $;130,000.  Value  of  hydroelec- 
tric $200,000.     Going  value  $400,000. 

Reproduction  less  depreciation  was  one  of  the  important  tests 
adopted  by  this  Commission  in  its  order  in  this  case,  and  there 
was  no  difficulty  in  finding  high  authority  to  sustain  its  posi- 
tion. 

**The  values  testified  to  by  him  [a'  witness  called  on  behalf 
of  the  company]  were  adopted  by  the  master  in  the  great  ma- 
jority of  cases.     The  witness's  valuation  of  the  tangible  prop* 
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erty  was  somewhat  reduced  by  the  master,  but  the  reductions 
were  not  based  upon  the  theory  of  depreciation,  but  upon  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  as  to  the  reproduction  cost 

"The  cost  of  reproduction  is  not  always  a  fair  measure  of  the 
present  value  of  a  plant  which  has  been  in  use  for  many  years. 
The  items  composing  the  plant  depreciate  in  value  from  year  to 
year  in  a  varying  degree.  Some  pieces  of  property,  like  real 
estate  for  instance,  depreciate  not  at  all,  and  sometimes,  on  the 
other  hand,  appreciate  in  value.  But  the  reservoirs,  the  mains, 
the  service  pipes,  structures  upon  real  estate,  standpipes,  pumps, 
boilers,  meters,  tools,  and  appliances  of  every  kind  begin  to 
depreciate  with  more  or  less  rapidity  from  the  moment  of  their 
first  use.  It  is  not  easy  to  fix  at  any  given  time  the  amount  of 
depreciation  of  a  plant  whose  component  parts  are  of  different 
ages,  with  different  expectations  of  life.  But  it  is  clear  that 
some  substantial  allowance  for  depreciation  ought  to  have  been 
made  in  this  case."  Knoxville  v.  KnoxviUe  Water  Co.  212  U. 
S.  9,  53  L.  ed.  3Y8,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  148. 

Mr.  Justice  Hughes,  in  delivering  the  opinion  of  the  court 
in  the  case  of  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230 
U.  S.  456,  57  L.  ed.  1564,  48  L.R.A.(KS.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  said: 

"The  master  allowed  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  without 
deduction  for  depreciation.  It  was  not  denied  that  there  was 
depreciation  in  fact.  As  the  master  said,  ^everything  on  and 
above  the  roadbed  depreciates  from  wear  and  weather* stress. 
The  life  of  a  tie  is  from  eight  to  ten  years  only.  Structures 
become  antiquated,  inadequate,  and  more  or  less  dilapidated. 
Ballast  requires  renewal,  tools  and  machinery  wear  out,  cars, 
locomotives,  and  equipment,  as  time  goes  on,  are  worn  out  or 
discarded  for  newer  types.'  ...  It  was  said  that  *a  large 
part  of  the  depreciation  is  taken  care  of  by  constant  repairs, 
renewals,  additions,  and  replacements,  a  sufficient  sum  being 
annually  set  aside  and  devoted  to  this  purpose,  so  that  this,  with 
the  application  of  the  roadbed  and  adaptation  to  the  needs  of  the 
country  and  of  the  public  served,  together  with  working  capital 
.  .  .  fully  offsets  all  depreciation,  and  renders  the  physical 
properties  of  the  road  not  less  valuable  than  their  cost  of  repro- 
duction new.'    And  in  a  further  statement  upon  the  point,  the 
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^owledge  derived  from  experience'  and  ^readiness  to  serve' 
were  mentioned  as  additional  offsets.  We  cannot  approve  this 
disposition  of  the  matter  of  depreciation.  •  •  •  It  is  also  to 
be  noted  that  the  depreciation  in  question  is  not  that  which  has 
been  overcome  by  repairs  and  replacements,  but  is  the  actual 
existing  depreciation  in  the  plant  as  compared  with  the  new 
one.  It  would  seem  to  be  inevitable  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
plant  there  should  be  such  depreciation,  as,  for  eicample,  in  ol^ 
structures  and  equipment  remaining  on  hand.  And  when  an 
estimate  of  value  is  made  on  the  basis  of  reproduction  new  the 
extent  of  existing  depreciation  should  be  shown  and  deducted. 
•  •  •  And  when  particular  physical  items  are  estimated  as 
worth  so  much  new,  if  in  fact  they  be  depreciated,  this  amount 
should  be  found  and  allowed  for.  If  this  is  not  done,  the  physi- 
cal valuation  is  manifestly  incomplete." 

[8]  It  is  also  contended  that  the  Commission  disregarded  the 
evidence  of  its  statistician  in  regard  to  the  book  value  of  the  com- 
pany. The  statistician  testified  that  on  June  30,  1910,  the  book 
value  of  the  property  taken  over  by  the  consolidation  of  the 
three  companies  forming  the  respondent  company  was  $4,666,- 
968.25,  and  on  June  30,  1915,  the  book  value  of  the  respondent 
company's  property  was  $4,887,183,77.  He  also  testified  that 
approximately  $1,000,000  of  this  amount  was  quite  apparent, 
from  the  records,  as  being  intangible  values  or  watered  stod^.  As 
the  property  of  the  previous  companies  was  acquired  through 
bonds  and  stocks  and  the  retirement  of  some  underlying  bonds, 
the  discount  upon  which,  and  the  value  of  which  stock,  is  not 
shown,  but  carried  at  par  value  on  the  book  accounts,  the  book 
value  might  be  further  reduced.  A  further  estimate  of  deduc- 
tion from  book  value  should  be  made  for  property  purchased  from 
the  previous  companies,  which  has  since  been  abandoned  and  not 
used  or  useful  in  the  operation  of  the  respondent  company,  and 
there  was  no  evidence  to  show  any  depreciation  deductions  on 
the  purchased  property.  It  was  only  after  a  careful  and  dili- 
gent  search  that  statistician  Herbert  was  able  to  obtain  informa- 
tion as  to  values  from  old  records  of  the  company  prior  to  June 
30,  1910,  and  it  has  been  impossible  to  determine,  from  the 
incomplete  records  found,  what  amount  of  t^e  remaining  book 
value  of  the  property  purchased  was  properly  chargeable  to  con- 
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struction  cost  rather  than  to  operating  expenses.  From  the 
records  of  book  value  gathered  by  Mr.  Herbert  it  is  impossible 
to  ascertain  whether  other  expenditures  constituting  a  part  of  the 
balance  of  the  tangible  book  value  were  prudently  and  wisely 
made,  and,  therefore,  a  book  value  in  this  cause  would  be  merely 
a  guess  and  of  very  little  account. 

In  the  case  of  Simpson  v.  Shepard,  supra,  at  page  454,  Mr. 
Justice  Hughes  says:  "It  is  clear  in  ascertaining  the  present 
value  we  are  not  limited  to  the  consideration  of  the  amount  of  the 
actual  investment.  If  that  has  been  reckless  or  improvident, 
losses  may  be  sustained  which  the  community  dees  not  under- 
write." 

It  is  clear  from  the  records  of  the  company,  disclosed  to  Mr. 
Herbert,  that  the  Commission  was  unable  to  ascertain  with  any 
degree  of  certainty  what  proportion  of  this  allied  book  value 
should  be  considered  in  arriving  at  the  present  fair  value  of  the 
properties  of  the  respondent  eompany. 

Working  Capital,  Overhead-  Expenditures,  Surplus,  and 
Contingencies, 

Careful  attention  has  been  giveti  to  the  criticism  of  the  re- 
spondent to  allowances  made  for  woricing.  capital  and  overhead 
expenditures,  and  such  a  slight  difference  in  the  ultimate  results 
is  found  that  it  is  deemed  unnecessary  to  discuss  these  objections. 
The  Commission's  allowances  for  working  capital  and  overhead 
eJqpenditures  appear  to  be  approximately  correct 

[9]  It  is  now  claimed  by  the  respondent  that  this  Commission 
should  include  in  its  findings  an  allowance  of  2  per  cent  upon 
the  present  fair  value  of  these  properties  to  be  set  aside  annually 
to  protect  the  respondent  against  extraordinary  accidents  of  the 
future;  This  theory  is  not  acceptable  to  the  Commission.  The 
same  contention  was  made  in  the  case  of  Belleville  v..  St.  Claire 
County  Gas  &  E.  Co.  P.U.E.1915B,  24,  in  whidi  the  following 
statement  was  maiie  by  the  Commission: 

"In  view  of  certain  facts  in  the  case, — viz.,  (1)  that  losses 

sustained  in  accidents  of  the  nature  just  described  may   be 

guarded  against  by  a  suitable  insurance;  (2)  that  the  respondent 

is  now  paying  intib  a  fund  of  its  parent  holding  company  an 

annual  percentage  which  is  supposed  to  cover  casualties  of  the 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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dependent  companies,  (8)  that,  during  the  years  covered  by  the 
Commission's  investigation,  these  casualties  have  occurred  and 
have  been  met  by  emergency  expenditures  which  seem  to  have 
found  nltimate  distribution  in  the  respondents  operating  ac- 
counts, and  (4)  that  it  seems  unadvisable  for  a  i*egulatory  body 
to  make  adx'ance  allowance  for  remotely  possible  accidents, — 
the  Commission  finds  it  difficult  to  concede  an  allowance  of  2 
per  cent  to  cover  possible  calamities  of  the  future.  The  stock- 
holders' risk  of  maintaining  an  electric  utility  property  against 
exceptional  and  unusual  accidents  of  the  nature  just  described 
is  one  of  the  items  which  generally  entitle  the  entrepreneur  to  a 
greater  rate  of  return  than  is  represented  by  a  nominal  interest 
fuch  as  accrues  from  an  investment  in  ^gilt  edge'  bonds." 

Management. 

[10]  The  respondent  pays  into  the  treasury  of  the  holding 
company  2  per  cent  of  its  gross  sales  to  cover  general  supervision 
expense.  In  the  opinion  of  this  Commission  a  regulatory  body 
would  indeed  be  unwise  in  prohibiting  this  operating  company 
from  paying  annually  into  the  treasury  of  a  holding  company  a 
sum  of  money  equaling  2  per  cent  of  the  gross  sales  to  cover  gen- 
eral supervision  expense.  This  Commission  is  acting  in  a  dual 
capacity  in  the  regulation  of  rates  of  public  utilities, — ^it  must 
protect  the  public  in  the  charges  for  the  service,  as  well  as  in  the 
adequacy  of  the  service,  and  at  the  same  time  it  must  protect 
the  utility  and  its  stockholders.  Losses  due  to  poor  management 
must  be  borne  by  stockholders,  as  this  is  the  penalty  of  ineffi- 
ciency; therefore,  the  importance  of  discouraging  poor  manage- 
ment and  encouraging  good  management  is  fully  realized.  The 
management  of  the  respondent  in  many  respects  has  been  excel- 
lent, a  considerable  reduction  in  the  cost  of  operation  having 
resulted  under  the  local  management  of  Mr.  J.  F.  DostaL 

Mr.  Dostal  has  made  showing  to  this  Commission  that  the 
pay  roll  of  the  respondent  has  been  decreased  about  18  per  cent 
since  1911,  while,  at  the  same  time,  the  wage  schedule  has  been 
increased  in  many  departments.  In  the  year  1911  a  superin- 
tendent and  an  engineer  for  the  Manitou  division  were  dispensed 
with,  thus  sa^'ing  $250  a  month  without  impairing  the  service. 
In  the  year  1911  two  men  were  trimming  arc  lamps,  while  to- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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day  one  man  does  this  work  by  the  use  of  a  bicycle.  Where  for- 
merly in  the  testing  of  electric  meters  it  was  found  necessary  to 
use  a  horse  and  wagon  to  carry  the  instruments  and  necessary 
apparatus,  lighter  and  more  compact  sets  of  equipment  have 
been  purchased,  and  the  meterman  now  carries  his  equipment 
on  a  bicycle,  thus  being  enabled  to  do  twice  as  much  work  as 
formerly.  In  the  outlying  districts  a  horse  and  buggy  was  for- 
merly used  by  the  meter  readers,  whose  work  consumed  from 
three  to  five  days  each  month;  now  this  work  is  done  in  two 
days  by  the  use  of  a  motorcycle.  In  many  other  ways  economies 
have  been  effected  and  improvements  made  in  the  several  depart- 
ments of  the  company. 

It  is  and  shall  be  the  position  of  this  Commission  to  condemn 
wasteful  cost  in  operation  of  public  utilities,  to  the  extent  that 
excessive  cost  of  operation  will  not  be  countenanced  in  rate  cases, 
and  at  the  same  time  efficient  management  will  be  encouraged 
in  every  manner  possible.  In  this  case,  in  the  schedule  of  rates 
set  forth  in  our  order  of  December  16,  1916,  as  well  as  the 
amended  schedule  made  a  part  of  this  order,  due  consideration 
has  been  given  to  the  effect  of  the  economical  management  of  the 
respondent  company.  The  showing  of  the  gas  and  steam  depart- 
ments of  the  respondent  are  unsatisfactory,  and  the  Commission 
is  at  a  loss  to  account  for  the  showing  on  the  gas  property.  It 
appears  that  the  respondent  would  be  in  much  better  poBition 
had  it  refused  to  enter  the  field  of  manufacturing  steam  heat. 

Jurusdiction  of  Commission. 

[11]  The  attorney  general  of  the  state  of  Colorado  has  advised 
this  body  that  corporations  not  specifically  designated  as  public 
utilities  in  the  Public  Utilities  law  of  the  state  of  Colorado,  with 
the  exception  of  those  persons  or  corporations  heretofore  by  law 
declared  to  be  public  utilities,  are  not  subject  to  regulation  under 
the  powers  given  this  Commission  in  the  Colorado  laws  pertain- 
ing to  public  utilities; 

Steam  heating  appears  to  have  been  withheld  from  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Commission,  and  for  this  reason  it  is  without  power 
to  adjust  the  rates  of  the  steam-heating  department  of  the  re- 
spondent. 
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Commission's  Schedule  of  Bates. 

The  respondent,  in  its  application  for  a  rehearing  of  this 
cause,  sets  forth  an  elaborate  statement  in  regard  to  the  rate 
schedule  for  the  sale  of  electricity  adopted  in  the  order  of  Decem- 
ber 15,  1915.  This  Commission  is  convinced  that  there  is  merit 
in  these  contentions  of  the  respondent,  and,  although  the  Com- 
mission  endeavored  to  follow  the  original  plan  of  rate  schedule 
of  the  respondent,  at  this  time  the  order  made  on  December  15, 
1915,  will  be  modified  by  the  substitution  of  a  new  schedule  of 
reasonable  rates  and  charges  for  the  sale  of  electricity,  as  pre- 
pared by  the  engineering  department  of  this  Commission* 

Preparation  of  Respondent  for  Hearing. 

Respondent  objects  to  the  time  extended  to  it  by  the  Commis- 
sion for  the  compilation  of  data  necessary  for  its  information 
and  intelligence  prior  to  the  rendering  of  a  fair  and  just  decision. 
It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  respondent  had 
sufficient  time  in  which  to  prepare  its  case,  and  no  reason  can  be 
seen  for  granting  a  rehearing  because  of  this  objection. 

The  order  in  this  case  entered  by  the  Commission  on  Decem- 
ber 15, 1915,  and  the  modified  order  entered  December  29,  1915, 
will  be  modified  to  the  ^tent  that  the  respondent's  schedule  of 
rates  for  the  sale  of  electricity  and  the  rules  and  regulations  sur- 
rounding the  same  shall  be  amended  to  comply  with  the  schedule 
of  reasonable  rates  and  charges  for  electricity  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  surrounding  the  same  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  and 
that  the  order  of  this  Commission  shall  be  in  force  and  effect 
for  a  period  of  one  year  beginning  March  1,  1916,  and  until 
modified  or  amended  by  an  order  of  this  Commission ;  provided, 
that  on  February  28,  1917,  or  within  ten  days  thereafter,  the 
respondent  shall  again  appear  before  the  Commission  and  make 
a  sufficient  showing  of  its  operating  expenses  and  earnings  for 
the  year  ending  February  28,  1917,  together  with  such  additional 
evidence  as  it  may  desire  to  introduce  to  the  end  that  the  Com- 
mission may  further  adjust  its  schedules  of  rates  and  charges 
for  gas  and  electricity  in  accordance  with  the  showing  then  made 
by  the  respondent  and  the  witnesses  for  the  Commission,  if  such 
adjustment  is  deemed  necessary  or  advisable. 
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Note. — Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  a  public  utility 
fixed  by  franchise  or  charter  or  by  contract  with  municipality 
or  consumer. 

In  general. 

It  seems  clear  that  a  valid  franchise  or  charter  contract  made  by 
the  state  or  a  municipal  corporation  with  a  public  service  corporation 
as  to  the  rates  to  be  charged  for  services  is  within  the  constitutional 
provision  against  impairing  the  obligation  of  a  contract,  so  as  to 
preclude  subsequent  legislation  attempting  to  change  or  reduce  the 
ratap  during  the  period  of  the  contract. 

But  to  come  within  the  protection  of  the  constitutional  provisiMi 
against  impairing  the  obligation  of  a  contract,  the  contract  must  be 
valid  and  within  the  power  of  the  state  or  municipality  to  make. 

The  great  majority  of  the  cases  hold  that  the  state  may  make  a 
binding  contract  so  as  to  preclude  future  legislation  regulating  rates ; 
though  a  few  cases  have  taken  the  position  that  it  is  beyond  the 
power  of  the  state  to  contract  away  a  governmental  function,  such 
as  the  power  to  regulate  the  rates  to  be  charged  for  public  services. 
See  note  in  L.R.A.1915C,  262. 

Likewise,  the  legislature  may  authorize  a  municipal  corporation 
to  make  a  binding  contract  as  to  rates  during  a  reasonable  term  of 
years,  so  as  to  preclude  rate  regulation,  unless  it  is  against  the 
declared  policy  of  the  state  to  grant  such  right.  But  the  power  of  a 
municipal  corporation  to  make  such  a  contract  must  be  clearly  con- 
ferred and  cannot  be  inferred  by  implication. 

Like\^dse,  a  charter  or  franchise  stipulation  purporting  to  fix 
charges,  or  to  authorize  the  corporation  to  regulate  its  charges  with- 
out interference  by  the  public  authorities,  must  be  by  clear  and  un- 
mistakable language,  which  in  case  of  doubt  will  be  resolved  in  favor 
of  retaining  in  the  public  the  right  to  regulate  and  provide  reason- 
able charges  for  public  service  from  time  to  time. 

It  is  held  in  numerous  cases  that  the  regulation  of  rates  fixed  by 
charter  or  franchise  is  a  proper  exercise  of  the  reserved  power  to 
alter  or  amend  a  charter;  and  that  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Utili- 
ties act  creating  a  Commission  and  giving  it  authority  to  regulate 
rates  is  an  exercise  of  the  reserved  power  to  amend  a  corporate  char- 
ter giving  the  utility  a  right  to  fix  charges. 

It  is  quite  generally  held  that  the  exemption  from  regulation  of 
rateg  by  the  public  authorities  contained  in  a  charter  granting  a 
franchise  is  personal  to  the  corporation  to  which  it  is  granted,  and 
cannot  be  assigned,  and  does  not  accompany  the  property  of  the 
corporation  in  its  transfer  to  a  purchaser,  or  to  a  successor  upon 
consolidation  or  merger,  or  to  a  purchaser  upon  mortgage  foreclosure 
cr  judicial  sale.  See  note  in  L.R.A.1915C,  279. 
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Likewise  the  privilege  of  exemption  from  rate  regulation  may  be 
lost  by  waiver,  e.  g.,  by  failure  for  a  long  period  of  time  to  charge 
tlie  maximum  rate  prescribed  by  its  charter.  See  note  in  L.K.A. 
1915C,  281. 

What  amounts  to  contract  precluding  regulation  by  Commission. 

In  Louisville  &  N.  K.  Co.  v.  Kentuckjr,  183  U.  S.  503,  46  L.  ed. 
298,  22  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  95,  it  was  held  that  a  railroad  company  is  not 
entitled  to  claim  that,  by  the  mere  force  of  its  legal  organization  and 
the  construction  of  its  toad,  it  has  any  implied  power  to  charge  rea- 
sonable rates  for  its  services,  and  to  differ  rates  when  competition 
exists  from  rates  applicable  where  there  is  no  competition,  which 
cannot  be  impaired  by  a  constitutional  enactment  prohibiting  rail- 
road companies  from  charging  more  for  a  shorter  than  for  a  longer 
haul,  except  by  permission  of  the  Railroad  Commission  in  special 
cases  after  investigation;  as  it  must  be  deemed  to  have  accepted  its 
charter  subject  to  the  general  right  of  the  state  to  regulate  and 
control  the  grant  in  the  interest  of  the  public. 

The  charter  of  a  railroad  company  giving  its  board  of  directors 
at  all  times  and  in  all  ways  the  management  of  its  own  affairs  sub- 
ject to  constitutional  laws  of  the  state  touching  the  administration 
of  the  affairs  of  the  company  does  not  contain  a  contract  that  is 
impaired  by  a  Railroad  Commission  statute  which  requires  the  com- 
pany (1)  to  furnish  the  Commissioners  with  copies  of  its  tariffs  for 
all  kinds  of  transportation;  (2)  to  post  in  some  conspicuous  place 
at  each  of  its  depots  the  tariff  approved  by  the  Commissioners,  with 
the  certificate  of  approval  attached;  (3)  to  conform  to  the  tariff 
as  approved  without  discrimination  in  favor  of  or  against  persons  or 
localities;  (4)  to  furnish  the  Commissioners  with  all  the  informa- 
tion they  reqnire  relative  to  the  management  of  its  line,  and  particu- 
larly with  copies  of  all  leases,  contracts,  and  agreements  for  trans- 
portation with  express,  sleeping  car,  or  other  companies  to  which 
they  are  parts;  (5)  to  report  all  accidents  within  the  limits  of  the 
state  attended  with  any  serious  personal  injury;  (6)  to  make  quar- 
terly returns  of  its  business  to  the  Commissioners,  which  returns 
shall  embrace  all  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  its  railroads;  (7) 
to  provide  at  least  one  comfortable  and  suitable  reception  room  at 
each  depot  for  the  use  and  accommodation  of  persons  desiring  or 
awaiting  transportation  over  its  road;  and  (8)  to  keep  at  all  times 
in  snch  reception  rooms  a  bulletin  board  which  shall  show  the  time 
of  the  arrival  and  departure  of  trains,  and,  when  any  passenger  or 
other  train  transporting  passengers  is  decayed,  notice  of  the  extent 
of  the  delay  and  the  probable  time  of  the  arrival  as  near  as  it  can 
be  ascertained.  Stone  v.  Farmers'  Loan  &  T.  Co.  116  U.  S.  307, 
29  L.  ed.  636,  6  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  334,  388,  1191. 

A  charter  giving  the  right  to  railroad  companies  to  fix  rates  of 
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carriage  and  telegraph  services  "provided  that  nothing  contained 
in  the  charters  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  prevent  the  legislature 
from  regulating  the  rate  of  transportation  for  passage  and  freight 
over  the  same  road  in  the  state;  provided,  further,  that  there  shall 
be  no  discrimination  in  favor  of  any  road/'— does  not  deprive  the 
state  of  the  right  to  regulate  rates  through  a  Railroad  Commission. 
Stone  V.  New  Orleans  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.  116  IT-  S.  352,  29  L.  ed.  651, 
6  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  349. 

Effect  of  municipal  franchise  fixing  rates. 

A  municipality  has  no  power  to  limit  by  franchise  contract  its 
right  or  the  right  of  the  state  acting  through  a  Commission  to 
regulate  rates  of  a  public  utility  unless  eicpressly  authorized.  The 
authority  to  make  such  contracts  cannot  be  upheld  by  mere  impli- 
cation, but  fliust  clearly  and  unmistakably  appear. 

A  city  has  no  authority  to  fix  by  ordinance  rates  to  be  charged  by 
public  service  corporations  by  virtue  of  an  amendment  to  its  char- 
ter adopted  by  the  legal  voters  of  the  city  at  a  time  when  a  general 
low  of  the  state  was  in  force  known  as  the  Public  Utility  act,  which 
vested  the  Railroad  Commission  with  the  power  and  jurisdiction  to 
supervise  and  regulate  every  public  utility  in  the  state,  and  gave 
such  Commission  the  exclusive  authority  to  investigate  any  rates 
charged  by  public  utilities,  and,  if  found  unreasonable,  to  fix  and 
order  substituted  therefor  such  rates  as  shall  be  just  and  reasonable. 
Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Portland,  210  Fed.  667.  The  court 
said :  "Now,  the  right  to  regulate  rates  of  public  service  corporations 
is  a  governmental  power  vested  in  the  state  in  its  sovereign  capacity. 
It  may  be  exercised  by  the  state  directly  or  through  a  Commission 
appointed  by  it,  or  it  may  delegate  such  power  to  a  municipality. 
But  I  do  not  understand  that  a  municipality  may  assume  to  itself 
such  power  without  the  consent  of  the  state,  where  there  is  a  general 
law  on  the  subject  emanating  from  the  entire  state.  .  It  is  true  that 
under  the  Oregon  system  the  legal  voters  of  every  city  or  town  are 
given  power  to  enact  and  amend  their  municipal  charter,  subject  to 
the  Constitution  and  criminal  laws  of  the  state.  But  this  does  not 
authorize  the  people  of  a  city  to  amend  its  charter  so  as  to  confer 
upon  the  municipality  powers  beyond  what  are  purely  municipal  or 
inconsistent  with  a  general  law  of  the  state  constitutionally  enacted.** 

Tjcgislative  authority  conferred  upon  a  municipality,  "to  erect, 
or  authorize  or  prohibit  the  erection  of,  .  .  .  waterworks  "  does 
not  include  authority  to  make  a  binding  contract  as  to  water  rates 
with  which  the  state  cannot  interfere  through  a  Public  Service  Com- 
mission without  violating  the  constitutional  provision  against  im- 
jiairing  the  obligation  of  contracts.  Bonwood  v.  Public  Service 
Commission,  —  W.  Va.  — ,  L.K.A.191oC,  261,  83  S.  E.  295. 

The  general  provision  in  a  municipal  charter  authorizing  the 
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municipal  corporation  to  "contract  and  be  contracted  with''  does  not 
delegate  beyond  the  state's  control  the  power  to  fix  public  service 
rates.     Ibid. 

Legislative  authority  conferred  upon  a  municipality  to  grant  per- 
mission to  construct  and  operate  railways  in  the  streets  '^upon  such 
terms  as  the  proper  authorities  shall  determine"  does  not  include 
authority  to  make  a  binding  contract  as  to  rates  of  fare  with  which 
the  state  cannot  interfere  through  a  Public  Service  Commission 
without  violating  the  constitutional  provision  against  impairing  the 
obligation  of  contracts.  Milwaukee  Electric  B.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Kail- 
itwd  Commissi^,  153  Wis.  592,  L.R.A.1915F,  744,  142  N.  W.  491, 
Ann.  Cas.  1915A,  911,  affirmed  in  238  U.  S.  174,  59  L.  ed.  1254, 
P.U.R.1915D,  591,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  820. 

The  exercise  by  a  state  of  its  lawful  power  to  fix  street  railway 
rates,  notwithstanding  a  municipal  rate  ordinance,  does  not  deprive 
the  street  railway  company  of  its  property  without  due  process  of 
law.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission, 
238  U.  S.  174,  59  L.  ed.  1254,  P.U.R.1915D,  591,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
820. 

A  city  by  entering  into  an  ordinance  contract  with  a  street  railway 
company  whereby  tlie  latter  was  empowered  to  charge  a  5-cent  fare 
does  not  abrogate  the  right  of  the  legislature  acting  directly  or 
through  the  Railroad  Commission  to  exercise  the  function  of  regu- 
lating rates  whenever  it  is  deemed  proper  to  assert  it.  Duluth  Street 
R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission,  161  Wis.  245,  P.U.R.1915D,  192, 
152  N.  W.  887. 

The  power  of  the  Arizona  Commission  to  regulate  the  rates  of  a 
telephone  company  is  not  affected  by  prior  franchise  contracts  pro- 
viding that  certain  rates  should  be  charged  and  that  certain  free 
service  should  be  supplied  the  municipality,  where  the  only  power  to 
make  such  a  contract  is  to  be  found  in  a  general  statutory  provision 
giving  the  municipality  exclusive  control  over  its  streets,  alleys, 
avenues,  and  sidewalks.  Tempo  v.  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1915D,  716. 

The  Indiana  Commission  is  not  invested  with  the  power  to  regu* 
late  the  rates  and  service  of  a  public  utility  where  a  valid  contractual 
rate  has  been  established  between  a  utility  and  a  municipality.  Tip- 
ton Teleph.  Co.  v.  Tipton  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1915C,  351. 

The  rates  of  a  public  utility  were  held  subject  to  regulation  by 
the  Indiana  Commission  upon  proper  application  or  upon  the  initia- 
tive of  the  Commission  itself,  although  the  utility  was  operating 
under  a  contract  with  the  city  wherein  the  company  agreed  not  to 
raise  its  rates  in  consideration  of  the  enjoyment  of  an  exclusive 
franchise,  where  it  appeared  that  the  city  was  without  authority  to 
grant  a  monopoly  under  any  existing  law  of  the  state  at  the  date  of 
the  contract.     Ibid. 
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A  city  and  a  public  utility  cannot  enter  into  a  ccmtract  whereby 
the  rates  charged  by  the  utility  to  the  city  are  fixed  for  a  period  of 
years,  since  under  the  Indiana  statute  the  rates  charged  by  a  public 
utility  are  always  subject  to  investigation  and  change  by  the  Com- 
mission. Ex  parte  Hydro-Electric  light  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.TJ.R. 
1915C,  366. 

A  municipaJ  ordinance  granting  a  franchise  to  operate  a  telephone 
line,  which  prescribed  the  rates  to  be  charged,  When  the  municipality 
had  no  power  to  fix  telephone  rates,  will  not  operate  to  suspend,  dur- 
ing the  life  of  the  ordinance,  ihe  governmental  power  of  fixing  and 
regulating  the  rates  of  the  company  by  the  State  Corporation  Com- 
mission, although  the  ordinance  was  accepted  and  acted  upon  by  the 
corporation.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  State,  33  Okla.  724, 
1^7  Pac.  1073. 

Following  the  above  case  it  was  held  in  J.  I.  Case  Plow  Works  v, 
Oklahoma  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1915B,  183,  that  the  fact  that 
a  city  franchise  permits  minimum  charges  of  specific  amounts  for 
electric  current  does  not  prevent  the  Commission  from  establishing 
lower  rates,  if  the  ordinance  rates  are  so  high  as  to  be  unreasonable. 

A  franchise  granted  by  a  city  to  a  Gas  &  Electric  Company  in 
which  a  maximum  rate  and  a  minimum  charge  is  fixed  does  not  de- 
prive the  Commission  of  jurisdiction  to  determine  what  is  a  rea- 
sonable rate  or  charge.  Shawnee  City  Waterworks  v.  Shawnee  Gas 
&  E.  Co.  4  Ann.  Rep.  Okla.  C.  C.  343. 

The  acceptance  of  a  franchise  wherein  a  telephone  company  agrees 
to  furnish  service  at  specified  rates  does  not  prevent  the  companj', 
with  permission  of  the  Railroad  Commission,  from  increasing  its 
rates,  especially  where  the  city  is  not  authorized  by  statute  to  fix 
charges  made  by  telephone  companies.  Dawson  v.  Dawson  Teleph. 
Co.  137  Ga.  62,  72  S.  B.  509.  See  also  in  this  connection  Re  Colo- 
rado Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  above  reported;  Re  Burling 
ton  Sewerage  Co.  post,  505. 

Such,  order  permitting  an  increase  in  rates  does  not  violate  the  pro- 
visions of  the  state  and  Federal  Constitutions  prohibiting  the  im- 
pairment of  the  obligations  of  contracts.    Ibid. 

A  city  cannot  invoke,  as  against  the  powers  of  the  Missouri  Com- 
mission to  regulate  rates,  authority  claimed  by  it,  under  certain  stat- 
utes, to  make  a  contract  fixing  rates,  when  the  ordinance  which  it 
claims  to  be  inviolable  as  a  contract  was  not  enacted  in  a  manner  pre- 
scribed by  such  statutes.  Re  Joplin  Waterworks  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1915C,  125. 

A  municipal  corporation  which,  in  granting  a  telephone  franchise 
fixing  rates  for  service,  reserves  the  right  to  alter  or  amend  the  con- 
ditions of  the  franchise,  cannot  raise  the  c4>]ection  that  its  contract 
rights  are  xmconstitutionally  impaired  if  the  state  makes  an  alteration 
in  rates.  State  ex  rel.  Webster  v.  Superior  Ct.  67  Wash.  37,  L.R.A. 
1915C,  287,  120  Pac.  861,  Ann.  Ca^.  1913D,  78. 
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Franchise  ordinances  requiring  gas  companies  to  furnish  service 
free  to  cities  in  consideration  of  use  of  the  streets  do  not  interfere 
with  the  power  of  a  Public  Serrice  Commission  to  fix  proper  rates 
therefor,  since  such  ordinances  are  not  contracts  protected  against 
impairment  by  the  provisions  of  §  10  of  the  Federal  Constitution. 
Landon  v.  Lawrence  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1915E,  763. 

A  eondition  in  an  original  grant  of  location  by  a  town,  restricting 
the  rate  of  fare  to  be  charged  by  a  street  railroad  company,  is  not 
valid  and  controlling  as  against  the  rate-making  power  vested  in  the 
MassachTifietta  Commission  by  the  Public  Service  act.  Be  Norfolk 
ftB.  Street  B.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.B.1915B,  411. 

The  jurisdiction  of  the  California  Commission  to  regulate  the 
rates  of  a  public  utility  cannot  be  denied  on  the  theory  that  a  town 
has  been  granted  the  right  to  contract  away  the  state's  power  over 
rates,  and  that  the  town,  by  a  contract  with  the  utility,  has  exercised 
this  power,  since  regulation  by  the  Commission  in  the  exercise  of  the 
police  power  in  such  a  case,  whether  the  contract  was  made  prior  or 
subsequent  to  the  creation  of  the  Commission,  does  not  violate  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Constitution  forbidding  laws  impairing  the 
obligations  of  contract  and  the  taking  of  property  without  due  process 
of  law.  Sausalito  v.  Marin  Water  &  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.II.B.1916A, 
244. 

Subdivision  3  of  §  862  of  the  municipal  incorporation  act  of  Cali- 
fornia, in  empowering  towns  to  contract  for  a  water  supply,  does  not 
grant  the  power  to  contract  away  the  right  of  the  state  to  fix  the  rates 
for  water  sold  to  a  town  by  a  utility,  since  there  is  no  clear  and  un- 
mistakable delegation  of  power,  and  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  duty  of  the  local  authorities  to  fix  vrater  rates  each  year,  as  pre- 
scribed by  §  1  of  article  14  of  the  Constitution  and  the  act  of  March 
7,  1881,  and  also  inconsistent  with  §  548  of  the  Civil  Code,  specifi- 
cally providing  that,  in  case  of  contracts  for  the  supply  of  water,  the 
local  authorities  shall  retain  the  right  to  regulate  rates.    Ibid. 

The  New  York  Commission  may  fix  a  rate  for  natural  gas  higher 
than  the  rate  prescribed  in  a  franchise  contract  from  a  town,  where 
the  town  waives  the  restriction,  and  the  utility  is  operating  without 
profit.    Be  People's  Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  PU.B.1916A,  349. 

The  fixing  of  higher  telephone  rates  by  a  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion than  those  prescribed  by  a  franchise  contract  ordinance  does  not 
unconstitutionally  impair  the  obligation  of  a  contract  or  the  right  to 
contract,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  contract  is  with  a  munic- 
ipality, whew  the  power  to  regulate  rates  has  not  been  delegated  to 
the  city.    Be  Polo  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R1916B,  318. 

The  power  of  the  Nebraska  Commission  to  regulate  the  rates  of  a 
telephone  company  is  not  restricted  by  the  provisions  of  the  ordi- 
nance gradating  a  franchise  to  the  company  which  limited  the  rates 
which  the  company  could  charge.  Marquis  v.  Polk  County  Teleph. 
Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.E.1915C,  140. 
P.U.R.1016C.  82 
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It  has  been  held  that  a  stipulation  in  a  franchise  granted  to  a  water 
company  as  to  rates  that  should  be  charged  for  water  furnished  is 
not  binding  upon  the  water  company  where  it  is  for  an  unlimited 
time,  but  that  the  rates  so  fixed  may  be  increased  under  changed  con- 
ditions. Turtle  Creek  v.  Pennsylvania  Water  Co.  243  Pa.  415,  90 
Atl.  199;  Bellevue  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  245  Pa.  114,  91  Atl. 
236.  In  the  above  cases  the  city  sought  to  enjoin  the  proposed  in- 
crease of  rates  by  the  company. 

In  its  opinion  in  the  Bellevue  Case  in  245  Pa.  the  supreme  court 
at  page  117,  in  referring  to  Turtle  Creek  v.  Pennsylvania  Water  Co. 
supra,  says :  "We  did  decide  in  that  case  that  a  contract  of  this  kind, 
imlimited  by  its  terms,  and  hence  indeterminate  as  to  time,  could  not 
be  enforced  indefinite!}',  and  must  give  way  to  the  general  policy 
of  the  law  under  which  the  legislature  created  a  special  tribunal  to 
pass  upon  and  determine  questions  relating  to  the  reasonableness  of 
rates  charged  by  public  service  corporations.  The  learned  court  be- 
low  in  the  present  case  very  properly  followed  the  decision  in  that 
case,  and  held  that  the  borough  of  Bellevue  could  not  enforce  through 
the  courts  a  compliance  with  the  rates  thus  established.'^ 

Following  the  above  cases  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  held  that 
an  advance  of  the  rates  of  a  public  utility  may  be  made  although  the 
franchise  ordinance  provides,  among  other  things,  that  the  mimici- 
pality  shall  have  the  right  to'  purchase  the  utility  at  specified  times, 
and  that  the  annual  rates  to  private  consumers  shall  not  exceed  those 
specified  therein,  since,  in  this  form,  the  contract  is  indeterminate 
and  uncertain  in  length  of  time,  so  that  the  company  is  not  bound  to 
maintain  the  rates  therein  provided  for.  Mt.  Union  v.  Mt.  Union 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1915D,  1. 

A  municipal  franchise  provision  for  free  service  to  a  city  is  re- 
pealed by  a  Public  Service  law  forbidding  discrimination  in  chaises. 
Kenosha  v.  Kenosha  Home  Teleph.  Co.  149  Wis.  338,  135  N.  W. 
848   (1912). 

Regulation  of  rates  as  exercise  of  reserved  power  to  alter  charter. 

It  has  been  held  that  a  statute  regulating  the  rates  of  a  public 
service  corporation  is  a  legitimate  exercise  of  reserved  power  to  alter 
its  charter.  Parker  v.  Metropolitan  R.  Co.  109  Mass.  506  (ferry)  ; 
American  Coal  Co.  v.  Consolidation  Coal  Co.  46  Md.  15  (railroad)  ; 
Shields  v.  State,  26  Ohio  St.  86,  affirmed  in  95  U.  S.  319,  24  L.  ed. 
ri57  (railroad) ;  St.  Louis  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Ryan,  56  Ark.  245,  19 
S.  W.  839  (railroad);  Atty.  Gen.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  35 
Wis.  425  (railroad)  ;  Capital  City  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Des  Moines,  72 
Fed.  829  (gas). 

So.  a  statute  creating  a  State  Corporation  Commission,  and  giving 
it  the  right  to  regulate  railroad  rates^  is  an  exercise  of  tiie  reserve 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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power  to  amend  or  repeal  the  charter  of  a  railroad  company  giving 
it  the  exclusive  right  to  regulate  charges.  Matthews  v.  Corporation 
Comrs.  97  Fed.  400.  To  the  same  effect  are  Louisville  &  N".  R.  Co. 
V,  Garrett,  231  U.  S.  298,  58  L.  ed.  229,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  48;  People 
ex  rel.  Delaware  &  H.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission,  140  App 
Div.  839,  125  N.  Y.  Supp.  1000. 

In  Louisville  &  NT.  R.  Co.  v.  Garrett,  231  U.  S.  298,  58  L.  ed.  229, 
34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  48,  affirming  186  Fed.  176,  it  was  held  that  a 
carrier  cannot  assert,  as  against  the  operation  of  a  rate-making  order 
of  the  State  Railroad  Commission,  made  under  the  authority  of  a 
statute,  the  constitutional  protection  of  a  contract  right  under  its 
charter  to  charge  certain  rates,  where,  subsequently  to  such  statute, 
but  prior  to  the  making  of  such  order,  its  charter  became,  by  the  car- 
rier's own  voluntary  act,  subject  to  legislative  alteration,  since  the 
Commission's  order  fixing  rates  is  a  legislative  act  under  delegated 
power. 

In  People  ex  rel.  Delaware  &  H.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion, 140  App.  Div.  839,  125  N.  Y.  Supp.  1000,  it  was  held  that  a 
statute  authorizing  a  railroad  company  to  charge  a  fare  of  25  cents 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  over  the  whole  or  any  part  of  its 
road  was  in  effect  an  amendment  of  its  charter  and  a  substitution  for 
the  provision  of  the  general  railroad  act  under  which  the  company 
was  incorporated,  prescribing  the  rate  of  fare  for  transporting  a 
passenger,  and  that  the  rate  so  fixed  may  be  reduced  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  without  offending  the  constitutional  provision 
against  impairing  contracts,  where  the  Constitution  and  statutes  of 
the  state  reserve  tlie  right  to  amend  or  repeal  corporate  charters. 

In  Manitowoc  v.  Manitowoc  &  N.  Traction  Co.  145  Wis.  13,  140 
Am.  St.  Rep.  1056,  129  N.  W.  925,  it  was  held  that  the  power 
conferred  upon  cities  to  ingraft  upon  a  railway  franchise  a  feature 
limiting  the  rate  of  fare  as  a  condition  of  using  the  city  streets  for 
railway  purposes  is  that  of  acting  as  a  state  agency  in  molding  the 
character  of  corporate  franchises,  and  so  subject  to  the  reserved  power 
of  the  state  to  alter  or  amend  corporate  charters. 

No  unconstitutional  impairment  of  contract  results  so  far  as  the 
city  is  concerned  from  a  change  by  the  state  of  rates  fixed  by  a 
franchise  granted  by  the  municipality  to  a  telephone  company,  if 
the  municipal  charter  is  subject  to  the  general  laws  of  the  state. 
State  ex  rel.  Webster  v.  Superior  Ct.  67  Wash.  37,  L.R.A.1916C, 
'^87,  120  Pac.  861,  Ann.  Cas.  1913D,  78. 

Under  the  constitutional  provisions  making  municipal  corpora- 
tions subject  to  general  laws,  the  legislature  may  confer  upon  a  Com- 
mission created  under  constitutional  authority  the  power  to  revise 
rates  established  by  a  franchise  conferred  upon  a  telephone  company 
by  a  municipal  coi^oration  which  had  not  been  given  express  power 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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to  fix  rates,  where  under  the  Constitutioii  all  laws  relating  to  cor- 
porations may  be  altered  or  modified.    Ibid. 

Stipulations  as  to  street  railway  fares  contained  in  grants  of  loca^ 
tions  or  agreements  with  municipalities  are  not  Valid  or  controlling 
as  against  the  rate-making  power  vested  in  the  Massachusetts  Com- 
mission by  the  Public  Service  act  authorizing  the  Commission  to 
determine  and  order  rates  that  are  just  and  reasonable  and  repealing 
all  "acts  which  would  in  any  way  limit  or  prevent  the  exercise  to  the 
fullest  extent  of  any  of  the  jurisdiction,  powers,  authority  or  discre- 
tion delegated  herein  to  the  Commission/^  The  Middlesex  &  Boston 
Rate  Case,  2d  Ann.  Rep.  Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1914)  Vol.  1,  p.  99. 

Effect  of  contract  with  patrons  or  municipality  to  preclude  regula- 
tions of  rates. 

It  is  quite  generally  held  in  accord  with  Be  Colorado  Springs 
Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  above  reported,  that  rate  regulations  do  not 
unconstitutionally  impair  existing  contracts  between  public  utilities 
and  consumers  or  municipalities  upon  the  ground  tiiat  it  will  be 
presumed  that  the  contract  was  made  in  contemplation  of  the  power 
of  the  public  to  fix  the  rates,  since  the  parties  cannot,  by  making 
contracts,  suspend  the  power  of  the  state  to  prescribe  rates. 

Thus,  in  Union  Dry  Qoods  Co.  v.  Georgia  Public  Service  Corp, 
142  Ga.  841,  L.R.A.— ,  — ,  83  S.  E.  946,  it  was  held  that  an  order 
of  the  State  Railroad  Commission  raising  the  rates  to  be  charged 
by  a  public  service  corporation  above  those  at  which  the  corpora- 
tion had  contracted  to  furnish  electricity  to  a  consumer  for  a  period 
of  five  years  does  not  impair  the  obligation  of  the  contract,  since 
the  contract  must  be  considered  as  made  in  contemplation  of  the 
power  of  the  public  to  prescribe  the  rates. 

And  in  Knoxville  Water  Co.  v.  Knoxville,  189  U.  S.  434,  47  L. 
ed.  887,  23  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  531,  it  was  said  in  reply  to  argument 
that  a  city  ordinance  reducing  water  rates  impaired  the  obligation 
of  contracts  between  the  company  and  its  consumers:  "But  such 
contracts,  of  course,  were  made  by  it,  subject  to  whatever  power  the 
city  possessed  to  modify  rates.  The  company  could  not  take  away 
that  power  by  making  such  contracts.  New  Orleans  v.  New  Orleans 
Waterworks  Co.  142  U.  S.  79,  91,  92,  35  L.ed.  943,  947,  948,  12 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  142;  Browne  v.  Turner,  176  Mass.  15,  56  N.  E. 
969/' 

And  in  Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission,  56 
Or.  468,  105  Pac.  709,  109  Pac.  273,  it  waa  said  that  if  a  public 
service  corporation  could,  by  a  contract  stipulating  the  continuance 
of  a  specified  rate  of  charges  for  a  given  time,  prevent  any  inter- 
ference with  such  agreement,  by  invoking  the  constitutional  pro- 
vision against  the  passage  of  laws  impairing  the  obligation  of  con- 
P.U.R.1916C 
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tracts,  it  would  thereby  become  superior  to  the  legislature,  which 
doctrine  will  never  be  acknowledged  by  the  courts. 

Rates  fixed  by  private  contract  remain  in  force  only  so  long  as  the 
legislative  body  having  authority  in  the  premises  refrains  from  the 
exercise  of  its  powers.  When  public  rates  are  established  by  law, 
rates  fixed  by  private  contract  must  yield.  State  ex  rel.  St.  Joseph 
Water  Co.  v.  Geiger,  246  Mo.  74,  L.R.A.1916A,  1060,  154  S.  W. 
486. 

The  fact  that  an  electric  utility  has  long-term  contracts  with  its 
various  customers  will  not  prevent  the  Georgia  Commission  from 
making  higher  rates  in  order  to  avoid  discrimination.  Re  Macon 
R.  &  Light  Co.  41  Ann.  Rep.  Ga.  R.  C.  259  (1913),  citing  Railroad 
Commission  v.  Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  140  Ga.  817,  L.R.A.1915E,  902, 
80  S.  E.  332,  Ann.  Cas.  1915A,  1018;  Armour  Case,  209  U.  S.  82, 
52  L.  ed.  681,  28  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  428;  and  Kentucky  &  L  Bridge  Co.  v. 
Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  2  I.  C.  C.  Rep.  162,  2  Inters.  Com.  Rep. 
102. 

Contracts  in  which  the  price  of  water  is  fixed  or  attempted  to  be 
fixed,  either  by  the  payment  of  an  original  sum  for  a  so-called  water 
right,  or  for  a  fixed  sum  or  monthly  charge,  or  both,  are  subject 
to  the  power  of  the  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  the  water  furnished 
Tjnder  such  contract,  regardless  of  the  rates  or  compensation  set 
out  therein.  Re  San  Gorgonio  Water  Co.  2  Cal.  R.  C.  R.  706  (1913) . 
To  the  same  effect  is  Re  Murray,  2  Cal.  R.  C.  R.  464  (1913). 

In  Re  Mt.  Jackson  W^ater  &  Power  Co.  2  Cal.  R.  C.  R.  1088, 
1089  (1913),  in  granting  an  application  to  a  water  company  to  in- 
•erease  its  rates  in  spite  of  contracts  with  certain  landowners  to 
furnish  service  at  a  lower  rate.  Commissioner  Gordon  said:  '^n 
leaching  a  conclusion  as  to  rates,  I  am  mindful  of  the  fact  that 
nianv  persons  have  purchased  land  at  Rionide  in  the  belief  that  they 
<ould  obtain  water  at  a  flat  rate  of  $5  per  year.  The  Commission 
is  required,  however,  to  fix  just  and  reasonable  rates;  and,  as  has 
been  held  in  previous  cases,  no  agreements  or  contracts  as  between 
individuals  can  supersede  or  displace  the  rate-making  power  of  the 
state.  At  the  same  time,  I  believe  that,  in  view  of  these  promises 
of  a  low  rate,  the  Commission,  while  allowing  the  applicant  herein 
a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  its  property,  should  not  make  the 
rate  any  higher  than  the  necessities  require.*' 

The  Commission  has  power  to  order  a  public  service  corporation 
to  establish  a  schedule  of  reasonable  rates,  although  it  has  previously 
made  valid  contracts  with  consumers  for  lower  rates.  Re  Rhine- 
lander  Power  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1915A,  652. 

Contract  obligations  are  not  impaired,  within  the  inhibition  of 
the  Confltitution,  by  the  act  of  the  Commission  raising  the  rates  of 
a  public  service  corporation  established  by  a  valid  conti'act  with  its 
customers,  since  the  power  to  alter  the  charges  so  established  is  im- 
pUed  in  the  contract  itiii^lf .  Ibid. 
P.U.R.1916C.  ^  , 
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Under  the  Arizona  Btatute  (Hev.  Stat.  1913,  chap.  11,  §  2293 
(b) ),  the  Arizona  Commission  is  charged  with  the  duty  of  determin- 
ing as  to  the  equity  of  all  the  rates  of  a  water  company  including 
those  the  subject  of  contracts  with  certain  mining  companies.  Ari- 
zona Corporation  Commission  v.  Morenci  Water  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R. 
1916C,  525. 

Contracts  between  an  irrigation  company  and  water  users  under 
its  ditch,  providing  for  the  use  of  water  and  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  ditch,  are  entered  into  with  the  law  as  to  the  right  of  the  state 
to  regulate  rates  forming  a  part  of  the  contract,  and  such  rates  are 
subject  to  control.  McCook  Irrig.  &  Water  Power  Co.  v.  Burtless, 
98  Neb.  141,  L.R.A.1915D,  1206,  P.U.R.1915C,  687,  152  N.  W. 
334. 

The  obligation  of  a  contract  to  supply  buildings  with  water  at  a 
specified  rate  is  not  unconstitutionally  impaired  by  a  subsequent 
order  of  a  Public  Service  Commission  changing  the  rate  in  the 
exercise  of  the  police  power  delegated  to  it  by  the  legislature.  Yeat- 
man  v.  Towers,  126  Md.  513,  P.U.R.1915E,  811,  95  Atl.  158. 

A  contract  fixing  the  rate  for  water  sold  to  a  town  by  a  public 
utility  is  not  taken  out  of  the  general  rule  that  a  rate  specified  in  a 
contract  between  a  utility  and  a  consumer  is  subject  to  alteration  by 
the  state  under  the  police  power,  by  the  fact  that  the  contract  ia 
made  with  a  municipality,  instead  of  with  a  private  corporation  or 
person,  even  though  the  town  is  exercising  a  private  function,  and 
is  a  private  water  seller.  Sausalito  v.  Marin  Water  &  Power  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.E.1916A,  244. 

The  Maryland  Commission  has  the  right  to  regulate  the  rates 
of  a  water  company,  in  the  exercise  of  the  police  power  delegated  by 
the  legislature,  regardless  of  any  contract  between  the  utility  and 
the  city  in  which  it  operates.  Be  Washington  County  Water  Co. 
(Md.)  P.XJ.B.1916A,  606.  See  to  the  same  effect  Be  Jenkins  (Pa.) 
post,  511;  Middlesex  &  Boston  Bate  Case,  2d  Ann.  Bep.  Mass.  P. 
S.  C.  (1914)  Vol.  1,  p.  99.     (Street  railway  fares.) 

A  contract  between  a  municipality  and  a  water  company  fixing 
rates  to  private  consumers  does  not  prevent  a  Board  of  Public  Utility 
Commissioners  from  fixing  a  higher  rate,  as  against  the  objection 
of  the  municipality  and  consumers,  since  the  state,  through  the 
agency  of  the  Board,  may  waive  the  contract  rights  of  the  public 
without  improperly  impairing  the  obligation  of  the  contract.  North 
Wildwood  V.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  —  N.  J.  L.  — ,  P.U.B.1916B, 
77,  95  Atl.  749. 

An  agreement  between  companies  operating  a  through  route  over 
an  urban  and  interurban  electric  road,  that  one,  without  the  consent 
of  the  other,  shall  not  make  a  rate  less  than  10  cents  for  passengers 
between  certain  points,  will  not  prevent  the  New  Jersey  Commission 
from  fixing  a  less  rate.  Manufacturers  &  Property  Interests  Aaeo. 
V.  Pennsylvania  B.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.B.1916A,  155. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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While  there  is  no  doubt  that,  as  againet  the  Commission's  power 
to  fix  rates,  contracts  with  reference  to  rates  voluntarily  entered  into 
between  a  public  utility  and  its  customers  would  have  no  effect,  yet 
such  contracts  when  voluntarily  entered  into  may  be  taken  by  the 
Commission  as  the  measure  of  the  rate  to  be  fixed,  and  as  an  admis- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  company  that  such  a  rate  is  fair  to  take.  In 
Re  Conservative  Realty  Co.  2  Cal.  R.  C.  R.  904,  907  (1913)  Com- 
missioner Eslileman  said:  "The  Commission  is  being  flooded  with 
applications  on  the  part  of  land  and  water  companies  to  repudiate 
the  contracts  entered  into  by  such  companies  with  their  consumers 
\7hen  it  is  found  that  the  contracts  do  not  operate  advantageously 
to  the  utility.  But  we  have  cases  before  us  where  the  utilities  just 
as  strenuously  urge  that  such  contracts  be  kept  in  effect  when  it 
happens  that  they  are  favorable  to  the  utility.  With  this  attitude 
on  the  part  of  the  utility,  I  have  very  little  patience,  and  f  would 
have  no  more  patience  with  the  attitude  of  the  consumers  when  they 
voluntarily  and  freely  enter  into  contracts  if  such  consumers  should 
seek  to  get  rid  of  them,  and  it  is  only  when  the  public  interest  de- 
mands it  or  the  contracts  are  manifestly  unfair  that  I  think  this 
Commission  should  exercise  its  authority  to  substitute  some  other 
rate  for  the  rate  set  up  in  such  contracts.  The  man  of  ordinary 
business  honesty  tries  to  carry  out  his  contracts,  even  when  he 
finds  that  they  are  disadvantageous  to  him,  just  as  he  expects  those 
contracting  with  him  to  recognize  their  own  obligations." 

A  contract  between  a  municipality  and  a  railway  company  fixing 
the  rate  of  fare  on  suburban  cars  is  not  abrogated  by  the  mere  pas- 
sage of  a  Public  Service  law  requiring  rates  to  be  reasonable  and 
just,  requiring  the  filing  of  tariffs,  and  giving  a  Commission  power 
to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  rates.  Until  the  Commission 
makes  a  determination  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  rate  in  ques- 
tion, the  contract  remains  in  force.  Manitowoc  v.  Manitowoc  &  N. 
Traction  Co.  145  Wis.  13,  140  Am.  St  Rep.  1056,  129  N.  W.  925 
(1911). 

The  Commission  has  no  power  in  a  rate  inquiry  to  interfere  with 
the  legal  contracts  between  the  company  and  a  noncomplaining  con- 
sumer for  electric  current,  merely  upon  the  ground  that  the  charge 
is  unreasonable,  no  claim  being  made  that  it  is  discriminatory  as 
against  other  consumers.  Fuhrmann  v.  Cataract  Power  &  Conduit 
Co.  3  P.  S.  C.  R.  (2d  Dist.  N.  Y.)  656  (1913). 

It  has  been  held  that  the  enactment  of  the  interstate  commerce 
act  which  abrogated  previously  existing  contracts  by  carriers  with 
shippers  for  special  freight  rates  did  not  unconstitutionally  impair 
the  obligation  of  contracts.  Bullard  v.  Northern  P.  B.  Co.  10  Mont. 
168, 11  L.B.A.  246,  3  Inters.  Com.  Rep.  536,  25  Pac.  120;  Southern 
Wire  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  Bridge  &  Tunnel  R.  Co.  38  Mo.  App.  191; 
P.U.IL1916C. 
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Fitzgerald  v.  Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.  63  Vt.  169,  13  L.R.A.  70,  3  Intcre. 
Com.  Rep.  633,  22  Atl.  76. 

Fitzgerald  v.  Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.  supra,  involved  a  contract  for 
the  transportation  of  lumber  through  several  states.  The  supreme 
court  of  Vermont  said :  "Such  commerce  is  solely  regulated  by  Con- 
gress, and  when  parties  make  contracts  to  engage  in  interstate  com- 
merce, they  are  held  to  do  so  upon  the  basis  and  with  the  under- 
standing that  changes  in  the  law  applicable  to  their  contracts  may 
be  made.  There  can,  in  the  nature  of  things,  be  no  vested  right 
in  an  existing  law  which  precludes  its  change  or  repeal,  nor  vested 
right  in  the  omission  to  legislate  upon  a  particular  subject  which 
exempts  a  contract  from  the  effect  of  subsequent  legislation  upon  its 
subject-matter  by  competent  legislative  authority/' 

In  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Menasha  Wooden 
Ware  Co.  159  Wis.  130,  L.R.A.1915F,  732,  150  N.  W.  411,  it  was 
held  that  the  enactment  of  the  Railroad  Commission  act  requiring 
carriers  to  file  a  schedule  of  reasonable  freight  rates,  and  forbidding 
the  receiving  of  a  greater  or  less  compensation  than  those  specified, 
rendered  unenforceable  a  prior  contract,  valid  when  made,  by  which 
a  carrier  agreed  to  transport  freight  for  a  business  concern  at  cer- 
tain designated  rates,  less  than  the  scheduled  rates,  and  did  not  un- 
constitutionally impair  the  obligation  of  the  contract,  especially 
where  the  corporate  powers  granted  to  the  carrier  to  regulate  the 
compensation  to  be  paid  for  its  services  were  subject  to  the  right  of 
the  state  to  amend  or  annul. 

And  in  Louisville  &  X.  R.  Co.  v.  Mottlev,  219  TJ.  S.  4G7,  55  L.  ed. 
297,  34  L.R.A.(N.S.)  671,  31  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  265,  reversing  133 
Ky.  652,  118  S.  W.  9(S2,  it  was  held  that  Congress,  in  the  exercise  of 
its  power  over  commerce,  could  constitutionally  enact  the  provisions 
of  act  of  June  26,  1906,  §  6,  containing  a  prohibition  against  de- 
manding, collecting,  or  receiving  "a.  greater  or  less  or  different  com- 
pensation" for  the  transportation  of  persons  or  property,  or  for  any 
service  in  connection  therewith,  than  that  specified  in  the  carrier's 
published  schedule  of  rates,  which  rendered  unenforceable  a  prior 
contract,  valid  when  made,  by  which  an  interstate  carrier  agreed  to 
issue  annual  passes  for  life  in  consideration  of  a  release  of  a  claim 
for  damages.  The  court  quoted  with  approval  from  the  Legal  Tender 
Cases,  12  Wall.  550,  551,  20  L.  ed.  311,  312,  to  the  effect  that  "as,  in 
a  state  of  civil  society,  property  of  a  citizen  or  subject  is  owner- 
ship, subject  to  the  lawful  demands  of  the  sovereign,  so  contracts 
must  be  understood  as  made  in  reference  to  the  possible  exercise 
of  the  rightful  authority  of  the  government,  and  no  obligation  of  a 
contract  can  extend  to  the  defeat  of  legitimate  government  au- 
thority/' 

In  State  v.  Martjn,  82  Neb.  225,  23  L.R.A.(N.S.)  217,  117  N. 
W.  719,  17  Ann.  Cas.  659,  it  was  held  that  a  constitutional  provision 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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requiring  the  legislature  to  pas^  laws  to  correct  abuses  and  prevent 
unjust  discriminations  in  all  charges  of  railroad  companies  enters 
into  all  contracts  made  with  such  companies;  and  therefore  a  stat- 
ute forbidding  the  issuance  of  free  passes  does  not  impair  the  obli- 
gation of  one  who  has  contracted  with  the  company  for  such  pass  be- 
fore the  passage  of  the  statute,  but  after  the  adoption  of  tlie 
Constitution. 

To  the  same  eflfect  are  the  following  cases  which  hold  that  a  mu- 
nicipal ordinance  prescribing  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  utility  does 
not  imconstitutionally  impair  existing  contracts  between  the  utility 
and  its  consumers :  Pinney  &  B.  Co.  v.  Los  Angeles  Otis  &  E.  Corp. 
J  68  Cal.  12,  LJt.A.1915C,  282,  141  Pac.  620;  Ann.  Gas.  1915D, 
1471;  Chimcotiie  v.  Logan  Natural  Gas  &  Puel  Co.  8  Ohio  N.  P. 
88;  Southwestern  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Dallas,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App. 
— ,  131  S.  W.  80,  reversed  on  other  grounds  in  104  Tex.  114,  134 
S.  W.  321;  Portland  E.  Light  &  P.  Co,  v.  Portland,  200  Fed.  890. 


NEW  JERSCnr  BOARD  OF  PITBIilC  UTILITY  OOHMISSIONEBS. 

EE  BTJELINGTON  SBWEKAGE  COMPANY. 

CwutUutifmal  latv  ^  Impairment  of  oQtUract  ohligations '^  Rate  reg- 
ulation  hy  Com^missian. 

1.  A  valid  ordinance  contract  fixing  maximum  sewer  rates  dbes 
not  preclude  a  Public  Service  Commissfton  Irom  establishing  a  higher 
rate. 

Hates  ^  Sewer -^Increase  over  ^naxim^um  fixed   hy   ordinance   con- 
tract '^  Service  ~~  Return  not  confiscatory, 

2.  A  sewer  utility  will  not  be  allowed  to  increase  its  rate  over  the 
maximum  fixed  by  ail  ordinance  contract,  where  a  denial  of  the  increase 
will  not  make  it  impossible  to  give  safe  and  adequate  service,  and  where 
the  existing  rates  yield  a  return  slightly  in  excess  of  2)  per  cent,  since 
rates  producing  that  income  are  not  confiscatory. 

[March  22,  1016.] 

Application  of  the  Burlington  Sewerage  Company  for  ap- 
proval of  an  ihcr^ase  in  rates  over  the  maximum  fixed  bj  an  ordi- 
nance contract;  denied. 

Appearances:  J.  Fithian  Tatem  for  applicant;  Ernest  Watts 
and  V.  C.  Palmer  for  the  city  of  Burlington. 

By  the  Board:  The  Burlington  Sewerage  Company  was  in- 
corporated in  the  year  1900  to  provide  the  city  of  Burlington  with 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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a  method  of  disposing  of  its  sewage.  It  was  organized  under 
chapter  210  of  the  Laws  of  1898.  Section  1  of  that  act  provides 
that  not  less  than  seven  persons  may  organize  a  company  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing,  maintaining,  and  operating  a  sys- 
tem of  sewerage  in  any  municipality  in  this  state. 

Section  2  provides  that  "such  persons"  (the  inearporators) 
shall  execute  "a  certificate  in  writing  which  shall  state  the  cor- 
porate name  adopted  by  the  company,  the  amount  of  the  capital 
stock,  the  term  of  existence,  the  number  of  directors,  the  names 
of  those  who  shall  manage  the  affairs  of  the  company  for  the  first 
year,  or  until  their  successors  are  elected  and  qualified,  and  the 
name  of  munidipality  in  or  for  which  such  sewerage  system  is 
to  be  constructed,  and  the  business  of  such  company  carried  on; 
such  certificate  shall  be  filed  in  the  ofiice  of  the  secretary  of  state, 
together  with  the  consent  in  writing  of  and  the  terms  and  con- 
dition or  conditions  upon  which  the  consent  has  been  granted  by 
the  corporate  authorities,  if  any,  of  the  municipality  in  which 
such  sewerage  system  is  to  be  constructed." 

The  act  then  provides  that  when  such  "certificates,  conditions, 
and  consent  shall  have  been  filed  as  aforesaid,"  the  persons  shall 
be  a  body  politic  and  corporate  with  power  to  enter  upon  and 
condemn  lands  necessary  for  its  corporate  purposes. 

Section  12  of  the  act  provides  that  upon  application  to  the 
corporate  authorities  for  the  consent,  as  provided  in  §  2  of  the 
act,  said  authorities  may  provide  that  such  consent  shall  be  con- 
ditioned upon  certain  terms,  "and  said  corporate  authorities 
shall  annex  to  such  consent  the  maximum  prices  or  rents  that 
may  be  charged  property  owners  or  others  for  the  use  of  such 
sewerage  system  and  any  further  or  other  terms  and  condition 
or  conditions  upon  which  said  consent  is  granted ;  if  the  certifi- 
cates referred  to  in  §  2  hereof  be  filed,  there  shall  be  annexed 
thereto  and  filed  therewith  a  copy  of  the  terms  and  condition  or 
conditions  upon  which  such  consent  is  granted,  and  such  filing 
shall  be  conclusive  evidence  that  said  corporation  has  assented 
to  said  terms  and  condition  or  conditions,  and  the  same  shall  be 
deemed  and  taken  to  be  binding  and  operative  upon  said  corpo- 
ration, its  successors,  and  assigns." 

Section  14  reads  as  follows : 

"Said  company  may  contract  with  property  owners  and  others 

P.U.R.1916C 
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for  the  use  of  said  system  of  sewerage  for  such  price  or  prices,  or 
quarterly  or  annual  rents,  and  such  restrictions  as  said  com- 
pany may  think  proper ;  provided,  that  the  same  shall  in  no  case 
exceed  the  maximum  rates  which  may  be  named  in  the  terms  and 
condition  or  conditions  on  which  the  consent  of  the  corporate 
authorities  shall  have  been  obtained/' 

In  this  case  the  corporate  authorities,  in  compliance  with  the 
statutory  direction  that  they  "annex  to  such  consent  the  maxi- 
mum prices  or  rents  that  may  be  charged,"  provided  in  the  ordi- 
nance giving  consent  and  permission  to  the  petitioner  to  construct 
its  sewerage  system  in  the  city  of  Burlington  for  certain  maxi- 
mum prices  to  be  charged  property  owners  for  the  use  of  the  sew- 
erage system. 

[1]  For  a  dozen  years  or  more  the  Company  has  operated  in 
the  citjr  of  Burlington  under  the  law  and  ordinance  above  stated. 
It  does  not  deny  that  but  for  the  passage  of  the  Public  Utility 
act  of  1911,  it  would  be  its  duty  to  continue  to  serve  the  prop^ 
erty  owners  of  Burlington  in  accordance  with  that  statute  and 
ordinance.  It  claims,  however,  that  the  Public  Utility  act  hav- 
ing conferred  upon  this  Board  the  power  to  fix  rates,  the  con- 
tractual obligations  assumed  by  it  towards  the  city  of  Burling- 
ton with  respect  to  rents  are  not  binding  upon  the  Board,  and  we 
may  allow  the  increased  rates  asked  for.  We  agree  with  the  con- 
tention that  the  power  of  municipalities  to  provide  by  contract 
with  public  utilities  respecting  rates  is  subject  to  the  power  of 
this  Board  to  fix  rates,  and  that  ordinance  provisions  contraven- 
ing this  power  must  give  way. 

[2]  The  question  is.  Shall  this  utility  be  relieved  by  this 
Board  of  its  obligation  to  live  up  to  a  contract  with  the  city  of 
Burlington  ? 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of  rates  of  the  Wildwood 
Waterworks  Company  to  the  borough  of  North  Wildwood,  this 
Board  said : 

"While  this  Board  has  the  power  to  fix  rates  and  establish 
rules  and  practices  governing  service  without  regard  to  ordi- 
nance provisions  or  contracts  between  municipalities  and  utili- 
ties, we  would  not  feel  disposed  to  exercise  such  power  to  relieve 
a  utility  from  the  burden  assumed  by  such  ordinance  or  contract 
in  any  case  where  it  appeared  that  a  municipality  or  its  inhabi- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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tants  would,  under  such  ordinance  or  contract,  reoeive  rates  or 
service  more  advantageous  than  this  Board  would  be  justified  in 
ordering,  unless  it  appeared  that  such  ordinance  or  contract  im- 
posed terms  involving  such  loss  and  hardship  as  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  the  company  to  render  safe,  adequate,  and  proper 
service.  A  company  may  agree  to  give  rates  and  service  upon 
terms  that  will  not  accord  to  its  stockholders  a  fair  return  upon 
the  capital  invested.  We  would  not  be  disposed  to  permit  an 
increase  of  rates  in  any  case  where  an  agreement  between  a 
municipality  and  a  utility  exists,  if  the  (mly,  benefit  from  such 
increase  of  rates  is  an  increase  of  dividends.  In  such  case  the 
company  would  be  presumed  to  have  acted  with  a  knowledge 
that  its  earnings  would  be  reduced  by  such  terms,  and  to  be 
willing  to  wait  for  adequate  returns  upon  the  investment" 

The  present  case  seems  to  call  for  an  application  of  the  doc- 
trine there  laid  down.  If  this  Board  is  to  set  aside  the  contract 
made  by  the  petitioner,  it  should  appear  that  the  terms  of  the 
contract  involved  "such  loss  and  hardship  as  to  m«^ke  it  impos- 
sible for  the  company  to  render  safe,  adequate,  and  proper 
sen^ice." 

There  were  three  appraisals  made  of  the  plant  and  property 
of  the  petitioner.  Mr.  Boardman,  for  the  petitioner,  placed  a 
valuation  thereon  which  included  engineering  and  organization 
expenses  and  interest  during  construction,  with  depreciation  de- 
ducted of  $89,081.22.  Mr.  Herbert,  for  the  city,  gave  a  valua- 
tion which  included  the  same  items  as  Mr.  Boardman's  of  $83,- 
613.29,  and  Mr.  Webster,  another  appraiser  for  the  city,  valued 
the  company's  property  at  $66,718.39.  Mr.  Webster,  however, 
allows  only  $813  for  all  organization  expenses,  and  he  esti- 
mates the  depreciation  to  be  considerably  higher  than  either  Mr. 
Boardman's  or  Mr.  Herbert's  estimate  of  that  item.  We  are, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  case,  willing  to  assume  that  the  value* 
of  the  company's  property  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  figures, 
fixed  by  Mr.  Herbert  and  Mr.  Boardman,  and  we  shall  assume, 
without  so  deciding,  that  Mr.  Boardman's  estimate,  the  highest,, 
is  to  be  taken  as  the  value  of  the  petitioner's  property  used  and 
useful  in  the  service  of  the  public,  that  is  to  say,  $8|9,081.22« 
P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RE  BURLfNGTON  SEWEKAGE  CO.  60» 

The  following  is  a  statement  of  the  earnings  and  expenses  of 
the  company  from  the  year  1909  to  1913  inclusive: — 


Total  Earnings 


Total  Expenses 


Net  Earnings 


1909 
1910 
1911 
1912 
1913 


$6,9(M.05 
7,137.08 
8,127.88 
8,442.07 
8,668.83 


$5,215.12 
5,403.17 
6,274.91 
5,877.90 
6,450.26 


$1,688.93 
1,7:J3.91 
1,852.97 
2,564.17 
2,218.57 


It  will  be  seen  that  the  company  is  earning  more  than  two 
and  one-half  per  cent  on  tlie  value  of  the  property  devoted  by  it  to 
the  public  use.  Rates  that  will  produce  that  income  cannot  be 
said  to  be  confiscatory.  It  does  not  appear  that  the  denial  of  an 
increase  in  rates  will  involve  such  loss  and  hardship  as  to  make  it 
impossible  for  the  company  to  render  safe,  adequate,  and  proper 
service. 

Nor  does  any  question  of  discrimination  in  rates  arise. 

In  this  situation  the  Board  is  unwilling  to  relieve  a  utility 
which,  with  all  the  deliberation  necessitated  by  a  compliance 
with  the  statute  from  w^hich  it  derives  its  being,  enters  into  a 
contract,  from  the  self-imposed  limitations  of  that  contract.  In 
so  doing  the  Board  would  be  using  the  power  conferred  upon  it 
by  the  state  to  set  aside  a  contract  entered  into  under  the  statute 
for  the  benefit  of  one  of  the  parties  which  it  could  not  itself  set 
aside.  Every  other  legal  entity,  human  or  corporate,  is  bound 
by  itB  contracts.  A  utility  should  not  be  an  exception  to  the  rule, 
and  unless  a  condition  similar  to  those  mentioned  above  justifies 
the  Board's  interference  it  will  leave  the  parties  where  it  finds 
them. 

Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners,  John  J.  Treaoy,  John 
W,  Slocum,  Commissioners. 

By  DongeSy  C-ommissioner:  I  vote  with  my  colleagues  to  de- 
ny the  application  to.  increase  rates. 

My  conclusion,  however,  is  based  upon  different  reasoning  from 
that  upon  which  they  rely. 

Chapter  210,  Laws  of  1898,  provides  the  municipal  consent 

is  requisite  to  the  formation  of  sewerage  companies,  which  "con- 
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sent  in  writing  of  the  terms  or  conditions  upon  which  the  consent 
has  been  granted  by  the  corporate  authorities"  shall  be  filed  with 
the  certificate  of  incorporation  in  the  oflSce  of  the  secretary  of 
state.  It  further  provides  that  the  "corporate  authorities  shall 
annex  to  such  consent  the  maximum  prices  or  rents  that  may  be 
charged  property  owners  or  others  for  the  use  of  such  sewerage 
system/'  and  .  .  •  "such  filing  shall  be  conclusive  evidence 
that  said  corporation  has  assented  to  said  terms  and  condition  or 
conditions,  and  the  same  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  binding 
and  operative  upon  said  corporation,  its  successors,  and  assigns.'^ 

The  company  and  municipality  appear  to  have  followed  the 
statute,  and  the  present  status  is  the  direct  consequence  of  com- 
pliance with  the  statute. 

It  is  the  duty  of  this  Board  to  construe  statutes,  but  not  to  pass 
upon  their  validity.  It  is  the  duty  of  this  Board  to  determine 
whether  the  municipal  action  is  a  compliance  with  the  statute, 
but  it  is  not  its  duty  to  pass  upon  the  validity  of  such  action  where 
express  statutory  sanction  thereof  exists.  That  is  a  function  of 
the  courts* 

I  conclude,  therefore,  that  this  Board  should  not  assume,  in 
the  circumstances  of  this  case,  to  alter  a  relationship  explicitly 
and  definitely  created  by  statute,  and  must  refuse  to  sanction  the 
charging  of  rates  by  this  company  in  excess  of  those  fixed  in  the 
consent  of  the  municipality,  filed  by  the  company  with  its  certifi- 
cate of  incorporation,  as  directed  by  the  statute,  and  thereby  ac- 
cepted by  the  company. 

Note.— Belying  upon  the.  decision  in  Bb  Bublinoton  Sewebagb 
Co.y  a  similar  application  was  denied  by  the  New  Jersey  Board  of 
Public  Utility  Commissioners  in  Be  CoUingswood  Sewerage  Co., 
March  22,  1916.  The  Board  also  declined  to  order  the  making  of  de- 
sirable extensions;  it  appearing,  in  the  absence  of  any  increase  in 
rates,  that  the  utility's  financial  condition  did  not  warrant  the  ex- 
penditure. 

As  to  the  power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  a  public  utility 
fixed  by  franchise  or  charter  or  by  contract  with  municipality  or  con- 
sumer, see  note  to  Be  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Co. 
ante,  464. 
l>.tJ.R.1916a 
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PENNSTIiVANIA  PUBLIC  SSRVICE  COMMISSION. 

BE  JENKINS  TOWNSHIP  ELBCTBIC  LIGHT,  HEAT,  & 
POWER  COMPANY  et  al. 

[Municipal  Contract  Docket  No.  5,  1015.] 

C^nBtUttUonal  law '^  Disapproval  by  Comtniasion  of  contrad^JPolioa 
power. 

Hie  disapproyal  by  a  Commission,  in  order  to  prevent  ruinous  com- 
petition, of  a  street  lighting  contract,  authorifed  by  a  utility  charter, 
does  not  impair  the  obligation  oi  the  charter  although  the  utility  wa$ 
inoorporated  prior  to  the  creation  of  the  Commission,  since  the  dis- 
approTal  is  a  valid  exercise  of  the  police  power. 

[December  16,  1015.] 

Pbtition  for  rehearing  of  an  application  by  a  toi^nehip  for  the 
approval  of  a  municipal  lighting  made  by  a  township  with  a  new 
ocHnpany ;  denied,  and  order  refusing  approval  a£Bnned. 

For  opinion  on  which  rehearing  is  requested,  see  P.U.B. 
1915C,  896. 

Appearances:  W.  L.  Pace  for  Jenkins  township;  E.  E. 
Beidleman  for  Jenkins  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power 
Company ;  Frederic  W.  Fleitz  and  Ralph  J.  Bak^  for  Citizens' 
Electric  Illuminating  Company,  protestant 

Rilling,  Commissioner:  The  petition  for  a  rehearing  in  this 
case  sets  forth  only  legal  reasons,  and  does  not  ask  for  permission 
to  introduce  any  new  or  additional  evidence.  On  July  6,  1915, 
application  for  a  new  hearing  was  ably  argued  by  counsel  for 
applicant  All  of  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  petition  for  a  re- 
hearing were  fully  argued,  and  upon  consideration  thereof  a 
preliminary  report  was  made  wherein  a  further  argument  was 
asked  for  by  the  Commission,  such  reargument  to  be  restricted  to 
the  alleged  errors  of  law  as  were  set  forth  in  the  petition  for  a 
rehearing,  with  especial  reference  to  the  fact  that  the  Jenkins 
Township  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  was  incorpo- 
rated prior  to  the  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Company  law, 
on  July  26,  1913. 

Lot  compliance  to  the  request  for  such  a  reargument  upon  such 
legal  grounds,  the  applicant  and  protestant,  by  their  respective 
counsels,  again  fully  and  ably  argued  the  matter  on  Thursday, 
October  7,  1916. 
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Upon  consideration  of  all  the  testimony  and  the  argument  and 
the  reargument,  together  with  the  former  report  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  this  case,  we  are  led  to  the  conclusion  that  the  former 
report  was  proper,  and  should  be  confirmed. 

The  former  report,  approved  by  the  Commission  in  this  case, 
after  stating  the  facts,  further  states  that  botii  of  the  1)id^  stti^ 
mitted  to  Jenkins  township  by  the  Jenkins  Township  Electric 
Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  and  the  Citizens'  Electric 
Illuminating  Company,  while  differing  in  the  system  of  lighting 
proposed,  were  in  accordance  with  the  specifications  asking  for 
bids. 

The.  report,  however,  further  states  that  "for  an  equal  expendi- 
ture of  money  the  township  of  Jenkins  can  secure  more  illumina- 
tion from"  the  system  proposed  by  the  citizens'  company  than 
from  the  system  proposed  by  the  Jenkins  township  company. 

The  report  further  holds  that,  by  the  reason  of  the  fact  that 
the  citizens'  company  has  for  ten  years  or  more  furnished  the 
street  lighting  in  said  Jenkius  township,  and  is  amply  able  to 
furnish  the  service  required  by  the  public  therein  and  to  make 
the  necessary  extensions  required,  the  permitting  of  a  new  ccHn^ 
pany  to  install  its  plant  in  said  township  would  result  in  ruinous 
competition  with  the  ultimate  effect  of  unprofitable  competition 
at  a  relatively  higher  charge  and  for  poor  service;  and  the  said 
report,  citing  other  cases  passed  upon  by  the  Commission,  holds 
that  the  facts  do  not  warrant  the  Commission  in  finding  that  the 
approval  of  the  contract  in  this  case,  entered  into  on  the  21st  of 
December,  1914,  by  the  township  of  Jenkins  in  Luzerne  county, 
and  the  Jenkins  TowTiship  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Com- 
pany, is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation,  or 
convenience  of  the  public.  The  approval  thereof  is  therefore 
withheld,  and  the  application  dismissed. 

While  we  concur  in  the  conclusion  arrived  at  in  the  report,  yet 
having  been  asked  for  a  reargument  upon  the  law  points  raised, 
with  especial  reference  to  the  circumstance  that  the  Jenkins 
Township  Electric  Light,. Heat,  &  Power  Company  was  incorpo- 
rated prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Service  Company  law, 
we  think  it  is  proper,  and  therefore  will  consider  and  pass  upon 
that  aspect  of  this  case. 
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The  question  we  are  asked  to  pass  upon  might  properiy  be 
stated  as  follows : 

Where  a  public  service  company  was  duly  chartered  in  our 
state  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Service  Company  law, 
has  the  Commission  created  by  said  law  the  power  or  authority 
to  restrain  such  chartered  public  service  company  from  making  a 
contract  for  lighting  the  streets  of  the  municipality  covered  by  its 
charter  after  such  contract  has  been  approved  by  such  munici* 
pality? 

The  Jenkins  township  company  claims  that  by  reason  of  its 
having  been  chartered  prior  to  July  26,  1913,  and  having  been 
asked  by  Jenkins  township  to  bid  for  its  street  lighting,  and  hav- 
ing been  awarded  the  contract,  that  it  has  the  right  to  have  said 
contract  approved,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  there  is  already 
another  public  service  company  established  in  said  township  fully 
able  to  render  the  necessary  public  service  therein,  and  that  to 
deny  the  said  Jenkins  township  company  the  right  to  enter  into 
such  contract  is  an  impairment  of  its  chartered  contract  with  the 
state  as  prohibited  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  as 
well  as  the  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania. 

The  authorify  which  the  Commission  seeks  to  exercise  in  this 
case  is  clearly  the  exercise  of  the  police  power  inherent  in  our 
state  as  del^ated  to  the  Commission  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Public  Service  Company  law. 

We  concede  that  the  charter  granted  to  the  Jenkins  Township 
Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  to  do  business  in  Jenkins 
township  is  in  the  nature  of  a  contract  between  it  and  the  com- 
monwealth ;  but  we  think  that  such  charter  was  granted  to  it  by 
the  state  subject  to  certain  constitutional  provisions,  and  that 
the  said  charter  was  accepted  by  the  company  and  is  held  by  it 
subject  to  such  constitutional  provisions,  one  of  which  is  the 
inherent  right  of  the  commonwealth  in  the  exercise  of  its 
sovereignty  to  exercise  the  police  power  as  set  forth  in  article  16, 
§  3,  of  the  Constitution  of  Pennsylvania,  as  follows : — 

"The  exercise  of  the  police  power  of  the  state  shall  never  be 
abridged  or  so  construed  as  to  permit  corporations  to  conduct 
their  business  in  such  manner  as  to  infringe  the  equal  rights  of 
individuals  or  the  general  well-being  of  the  state." 

We  take  it  that  it  is  not  necessary  at  this  time  to  enter  upon 
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any  ^iscusBion  as  to  the  exteiit  oi  tbis  so-called  police  power,  nor 
that  the  state  by  and  through  its  general  assembly  delegated.  to> 
this  Coinmisaion  the' right  to  exercise. the  saiae. 

The  disapproval  of  the  applicatiwi  in  this  case  by  the  Commifl- 
sion  in  no  way  impairs  or  offends  any  of  the  chartex  rights  of  the 
Jenkins  Township  Electric  Light,  Jleat,  &  Power  Company,  as 
held  or  was  possessed  by  it  at  the  time  the  application  was  re- 
fused,  and  we  axe  of  the  opinion  that  the  said  cpmpany  with  this 
application  refused  has  and  continues  to  hold  its  charter  with  all 
the  power  and  authority  that  it  had  the  day  it  was  chartered,  that 
the  refusal  of  said  application  in  no  way  deprived  it  of  any 
chartered  right.  It  is  still  a  legally  chartered  corppratioa;  and,, 
if  it  complies  with  the  law,  it  can  still  carry  on  the  business  for 
which  it  was  chartered  in  the  municipality  set  forth  in  its. 
charter. 

While  it  is  true  that  we  luLve  refused  to  approve  a  contract 
made  by  it  with  the  municipality  in  whi9h  it  is  permitted  to 
carry  on  its  business,  such  refusal  is  rendered  necessary  by  this 
Commission  because  of  existing  conditions  in  said  Jenkins  town- 
ship. This  Commission  deems  it  proper  that  in  the  exercise  of 
the  po^vers  delegated  to  it,  it  should  not  permit  a  ruinous  compe- 
tition to  be  established  in  a  municipality. 

It  may  be  that  sometime  in  the  future  new  conditions  may  arise 
in  Jenkins  township  when  the  Commission  may  determine  that  it 
be  necessary  and  proper  for  the .  safety,  acconxmodation, .  con- 
venienjce,  and  service  of  the  public  in  Jenkins  township,  to  pc.iuit 
the  Jenkins  Township  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company 
to  entor  into  a  contract  of  this  kind.  . 

This  question  is  in  no  way  controlled  by  the  Federal  Consti- 
tution, for  the  reason  that  said  Constitution  is  one.  of  enunierated 
powers,  and  the  police  power  as  herein  exercised  was  not  del^ated 
to  the  Federal  government  therein,  but  reserved  to  the  several 
states. 

Neither  the  impaimjent  of  contract  clause  or  the  14th  Amend- 
ment of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  took  .away  from 
the  several  states  the  right  to  enforce  proper  police  regulation 
within*  their  several  jurisdictions,  Mugler  v.  Kansas,  123  U,  S. 
623,  31  L.  ed.  205,  8  Sup.Ct,  Rep.  273 ;  Slaughter-House  Cases, 
16  Wall.  394,  21  L.  ed.  394  j  Butohers'  Union  S.  H,  &  L.  S.  L. 
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Co.  V.  Crescent  CityL.  S.  L  &  S.  H.  Co.  Ill  U.  S.  746,  38  L.  ed. 
5S5,  4  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  652 ;  Munn  v.  Illinois,  94  U.  S.  118,  24  L. 
ed.  77 ;  Boston  Beer  Co.  v.  Massachusetts,  97  U.  S.  25,  24  L.  ed. 
989;  Texas  &  N.  O.  E.  Co.  v.  Miller,  221  U.  S.  408,  55  L.  ed. 
789,  31  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  534;  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  v.  Golds- 
boro,  232  IT.  S.  548,  58  L.  ed.  721,  34  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  364; 
Chicago,  M.  &  St.'  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Minneapolis,  232  U.  S.  430,  58 
L  ed.  671,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  400. 

The  power  of  police  regulation  vested  in  a  state  can  neither  be 
abridged  nor  bargained  away,  and  is  inalienable  even  by  express 
grant,  so  that  no  state  can  devest  itself  in  any  way  of  tke  power 
to  enforce  itj  and  no  act  of  any  legislature  can  in  any  way  bind 
or  afiFect  the  act  of  any  future  legislature.  Northern  Liberties  v. 
Xorthem  Liberties  Gas  Co.  12  Pa.  318 ;  Johnson  v.  Philadelphia, 
60  Pa.  445 ;  New  Orleans  Gaslight  Co,  v.  Louisiana  Light  &  H. 
P.  &  Mfg.  Co.  115  U.  S.  650,  29  L.  ed.  516,  6  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  252 ; 
Boston  Beer  Co:  v.  Massachusetts,  97  U.  S.  25,  24  L.  ed.  989 ; 
McKeesport  v.  McKeesport  &  R.  Pass.  R.  Co.  2  Pa.  Super.  Ct 
242;  Kittanning  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  v.  Kittanning,  11 
Pa.  Super.  Ct  31 ;  Erie  City  v.  Erie  Electric  Motor  Co.  24  Pa. 
Super.  Ct  77;  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Minnesota,  208  U.  S.  583, 
52  L.  ed.  630,  28  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  341 ;  St  Paul,  M.  &  M.  R.  Co. 
V.  Minnesota,  214  U.  S.  497,  53  L.  ed.  1060,  29  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
698 ;  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  v.  Braddock  Electric  R.  Co.  152  Pa. 
116,  25  Atl.  780;  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  v.  Warren  Street  R  Co. 
188  Pa.  74,  41  Atl.  331. 

There  is  no  constitutional  limitation  upon  the  exercise  of  the 
police  power.  Grants  of  franchises  are  made  and  adopted  subject 
and  in  subordination  to  the  police  power.  Munn  v,  Illinois,  94 
r,  S.  113,  24  L.  ed.  77;  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.  Iowa 
(Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.  Cutts)  94  U.  S.  161,  24  L.  ed.  95 ; 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  v.  Braddock  Electric  R.  Co.  152  Pa.  116, 
25  Atl.  780 ;  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  v.  Warren  Street  R.  Co.  188 
Pa.  74,  41  Atl.  331.^ 

Many  more  cases  might  be  cited  in  support  of  this  principle. 
These  are  sufficient  to  sustain  the  Commission  in  the  policy  it  has 
heretofore  adopted,  to  wit,  that  it  will  not  permit  a  ruinous 
competition  to  be  established  in  municipalities  in  this  state.  This 
principle  has  also  been  accepted  and  adopted  by  other  states.    The 
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confirmation  of  the  report  of  the  ConuniaBicm  as  heretofore  made 
in  this  case  will^  therefore,  be  affirmed. 


Note. — ^As  to  the  power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  a 
public  utility  fixed  by  franchise  or  charter  or  by  contract  with  mn- 
nicipality  or  consumer,  see  note  to  Ee  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat, 
&  P.  Co.  ante,  464. 


DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA  PUBLIC  UTILITIB8  COMMISSION* 

BE  WASHINGTON^  &  ROCKVILLB  RAILWAY   COMPANY 
OF  MONTGOMERY  COUNTY. 

[P.  U.  C.  No.  1922/3,  Order  No.  179.] 

Consolidatian,  merger  and  aale  ^  Antimerger  law -^  Cen9truc€ion, 

1.  The  prohibition  in  {  11,  act  March  4,  1913  ^chap.  160,  37  Stat, 
at  L.  974),  relative  to  the  disposition,  ownership,  voting,  or  controlling 
by  one  public  utility  of  the  stock  or  bonds  of  another  public  utility, 
exists  only  in  case  prior  approval  by  the  District  of  Columbia  Commis- 
sion, as  provided  in  paragraph  54  of  |  8  of  that  act,  has  not  been 
obtained. 

ConsolidatUnif  merger  and  stUe'^Interurhan  railtoayS'^AuthoriMed, 

2.  An  intenirban  railway  was  authorized  to  acquire  the  stock  and 
bonds  of  a  connecting  road  where  the  consolidation  would  result  in  its 
operation  as  a  part  of  a  group  of  railways  under  a  common  manage- 
ment, and  would  be  in  furtherance  of  the  public  interest. 

[March  16,  1916.] 

Application  of  the  Washington  &  Eockville  Railway  Com- 
pany of  Montgomery  County  for  permission  to  purchase  all  the 
bonds  and  capital  stock  of  the  Washington  Interurban  Bailroad 
Company  j  granted. 

Brownlow,  Commissioner:  Under  the  provisions  of  law 
creating  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  petition  has  been  made  to  the  Commission  by  the 
Washington  &  Rockville  Railway  Company  of  Montgomery 
County,  a  corporation  duly  organized,  incorporated,  and  existing 
under  and  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Maryland,  for  an 
order  authorizing  and  confirming  the  right  of  the  said  the  Wash- 
ington &  Rockville  Railway  Company  of  Montgomery  County  to 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RE  WASHINGTON  &  R.  R.  CO.  517 

acquire  $150,000  face  value,  of  the  5  per  cent  first-mortgage 
thirty-year  gold  honds^  and  1,000  shares  of  the  par  value  of  $50 
each  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Washington  Interurban  Eailroad 
Ciompany,  also  incorporated  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  Mary- 
land. 

A  similar  petition  was  submitted  to  the  Public  Servi^  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  and  by  order  approved  March  1,  1916,  that 
body  gave  its  authority  for  the  acquisition  of  the  securities  of  the 
Washington  Interurban  Eailroad  Company  by  the  Washington  & 
Bockville  Bailway  Company  of  Montgomery  County. 

[1]  The  petition  submitted  to  the  Commission  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  was  referred  to  its  general  counsel  for  opinion  rela- 
tive to  the  powers  of  the  Commission  under  §§  8  and  11  of  the 
''act  making  appropriations  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30, 1914,  and  for  other  purposes,''  approved  March  4,  1913 
[37  Stat,  at  L.  938,  chap.  150],  commonly  known  as  the  Public 
Utilities  law  and  the  antimerger  law,  to  issue  the  order  sought  by 
the  applicant. 

By  an  opinion  dated  March  8,  1916,  the  general  counsel  sub- 
mitted that^  since  these  two  sections  are  parts  of  the  same  act  of 
Congress,  the  prohibitum  in  the  antimerger  law  (§11)  relative 
to  the  disposition,  ownership,  voting,  or  controlling  by  one  publie 
utility  of  the  stock  or  bonds  of  another  public  utility,  exists  only 
in  case  prior  approval  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  as  pro- 
vided in  paragraph  S4  of  the  Public  Utilities  law  (§8)^  has  not 
been  obtained.  The  Commission  believes  that  this  is  a  reasonable 
interpretation  of  theee  two  sections  of  the  act  when  read  together, 
and  concurs  in  the  opinion  of  its  general  counsel  of  March  8, 
1916. 

[2]  It  therefore  remains  to  determine  whether  the  acquisition 
by  the  Washington  &  Eockville  Eailway  Company  of  Mont- 
gomery County  of  the  bonds  and  stock  of  the  Washington  Inters 
urban  Eailroad  Company  is  in  the  public  interest 

The  Washington  Interurban  Eailway  Company  commenced 
operation  on  September  1, 1910,  over  a  single-track  road  running 
between  Fifteenth  and  H  streets,  Northeast,  in  the  District  of 
C!olumbia,  and  the  town  of  Bladensburg,  Maryland.  The  line 
was  later  extended  to  Berwyn,  Maryland.  Observations  made  by 
P.U.R,1916C. 
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the  Commission,  after  its  creation,  of  the  service  furnished  on 
this  line,  showed  the  service  to  be  of  a  low  grade  and  the  equip- 
ment used  to  be  in  a  poor  state  of  repair.  Beginning  October  6, 
1913,  the  Washington  Railway  &  Electric  Companj  furnished 
the  necessary  cars  and  equipment  for  the  operation  of  this  line 
on  a  car-mileage  basis,  and  the  service  furnished  underwent  an 
improvement  The  Washington  Interurban  Railway  Company 
later  passed  into  the  hands  of  receivers,  and  on  December  23, 
1915,  the  rights,  franchises,  and  property  were  disposed  of  at 
judicial  sale.  The  Washington  Interurban  Railroad  Company 
was  then  organized  imder  the  general  laws  of  the  state  of  Mary- 
land, and  was  authorized  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Maryland  and  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  issue  $50,000  in  stock  and  $150,000  in  bonds  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  over  the  property  purchased  at  the  fore- 
closure sale.  The  purchase  of  these  stock  and  bonds  by  the  Wash- 
ington &  Rockville  Railway  Company  of  Montgomery  County  is 
now  the  subject  of  petition. 

The  Washington  Interurban  Railroad  Company  serves  the 
territory  in  the  District  of  Columbia  adjacent  to  the  Bladensbui^ 
toad,  and  in  addition  serves  a  considerable  suburban  area  in 
Prince  Geoi^e  county,  Maryland.  A  physical  connection  exists 
at  Fifteenth  and  H  streets^  iN^ortheast,  between  its  tracks  and  the 
tracks  of  the  Washington  Railway  &  Electric  Company,  and  it  is 
a  natural  feeder  of  the  Washington  Railway  &  Electric  Com- 
pany's system.  Since  the  Washington  Railway  &  Electric 
Company  owns  all  the  stock  of  the  Washingtoii  &  Rockville  Rail- 
way Company  of  Montgomery  County,  and  the  latter  company  is 
in  reality  a  part  of  the  Washington  Railway  &  Electric  Com- 
pany's system,  the  acquisition  of  the  Washington  Interurban 
Railroad  Company  by  the  Washington  &  Rockville  Railway  Com- 
pany of  Montgomery  County  will  result  in  its  operation  as  a  part 
of  the  group  of  railways  operated  by  the  Washington  Railway  & 
Electric  Company. 

The  Commission  is  of  tlie  opinion  that  the  purchase  by  the 
Washington  &  Rockville  Railway  Company  of  Montgomery 
County  of  the  stock  and  bonds  of  the  Washington  Interurban 
Railroad  Company  is  in  the  public  interest,  and  it  is  therefore 
ordered: 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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(1)  l^iit*  aathoritT^  is  hereby  granted  to  the  Washington  & 
Rockville  Kailwaj  Company  of  Montgomery  County  to  aeqtdi^ 
$150,000  face  value  of  the  5  per  cent  first-mortgage  thirty-year 
gpld  bonds  of  the  Washington  Interurban  Bailroad  Company  and 
1,000  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $50  each,  of 
said  company  from  the  owners  and  holders  thereof- 

(2)  That  this  order  take  effect  immediately  and  continue  in 
force  until  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Commission. 


FLORIDA  SUPRKME  OOURT* 

STATE  BX  EEL.  BUBS  et  aL 

v. 

ATLANTIC  COAST  LINE  BAILROAD  COMPANY. 


(—  Fla.  — ,  TO  So.  941.) 

Orders --^  Carutruetian   Qf   depot '^Violating   n%unieipet  ordinance^ 
Mandamus, 

1.  Where  an  order  of  the  Railroad  CbmmiMiotiers  requires  the 
ooBstruetioii  of  a  depot  of  stated  dimensions  at  a  stated  place  in  a 
municipality,  the  structure  to  be  of  wood,  and  an  ordinance  of  the 
municipality  forbida  the  erection  of  other  than  brick,  stone,  or  other  fire- 
proof material,  which  ordinance  is  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Railr 
road  Commissioners  as  a  reason  for  not  complying  with  the  eirder,  sack 
order  will  not  be  enforced  by  mandamus,  where  the  effect  of  the  ordi- 
nance on  the  order  has  been  considered  by  the  Ommissioners  in  deter- 
mining the  reasonableness  of  the  order. 

StaMon  faciHUes^  Cost '^Benefits  to  puhlie. 

2.  While  the  duty  of  fumishii^  reasonaJbly  adequate  depot  facili* 
ties  may  be  enforced,  the  nature  and  extent  of  facilities  required  to  be 
furnished  should  be  determined  after  a  due  consideration  of  all  perti- 
nent facts,  Including  l^e  e)cpense  to  the  carrier  and  the  relative  benefits 
to  the  public  to  be  served. 

[February  6,  1916.1 

Headnotes  by  the  Coubt. 

Maivbamus  oh  relation  of  the  Kailroad  Commissioners  to 
compel  defendant  to  poovide  a  freight  and  passenger  depot  in 
accordance  Trith<  the  plan  approved  by  the  Commissioners.  Mo^ 
tion  to  qiMish  the  answer  and  for  a  peremptory  writ  of  mandamns« 
Denied. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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ApplaraDjees:  D.  0.  McMuUen  and  Xhomas  &  Tr«3D(thi«i  for 
relators ;  W.  E.  Kay  for  responda&L 

Per  Curiam: 

The  alternative  writ  issued  herein  commands  the  respondent 
"to  provide  and  erect  at  St.  Cloud,  Florida,  a  freight  depot  and 
passenger  depot  in  accordance  with  the  plan  approved  by  the 
Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Florida,  bearing  the 
legend:  ^Sketch  D.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R  R.  Sketch  of  Pro- 
posed Depot  Facilities^  St  Cloud,  Fla.' — and  according  to  the 
dimensions  and  specification  set  forth  in  said  plans^''  or  to  show 
cause  for  not  doing  so.  The  order  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners 
is  as  follows: 

"That  the  Atlantic  Ooast  Line  Railroad  Company  be  and  it  is 
hereby  required  to  provide  and  erect  at  St  Cloud,  aforesaid,  a 
freight  4epot|  which  may  be  done  by  moving  the  existing  combina- 
tion freight  and  passenger  depot  to  the  east  of  its  present  location 
and  remodeling  the  same  so  that  it  shall  contain  a  freight  ware- 
room  with  not  less  than  1,656  square  feet  of  floor  space  and  a 
covered  shed  on  the  end  of  the  said  building  with  not  less  than 
612  square  feet  of  floor  space,  and  a  platform  adjacent  to  and 
along  the  side  of  the  wareroom  to  contain  760  square  feet  of  floor 
space.  That  a  passenger  depot  be  erected  on  the  site  of  the 
present  combination  freight  and  passenger  depot,  which  said 
passenger  depot  shall  contain  a  waiting  room  for  white  passengers 
with  not  less  than  700  square  feet  of  floor  space,  and  adjoining 
thereto  a  ladies'  rest  room  of  dimensions  6  feet  6  inches  by  10 
feet,  and  a  ladies'  toilet  rocttu,  to  be  entered  from  the  rest  room, 
of  dimensions  4  feet  6  inches  by  10  feet.  Also  a  men's  smoking 
room  of  dimensions  6  feet  6  inches  by  10  feet  and  a  men's  toilet 
room,  to  be  entered  from  the  smoking  room,  of  dimensions-  4  feet 
6  inches  by  10  feet.  Also  a  waiting  room  for.  colored  pass^igers 
with  not  less  than  418  square  feet  of  floor  space,  and  adjoining 
thereto  a  toilet  room  for  women,  of  dimensions  4  feet  6  inches  by 
10  feet  and  a  toilet  room  for  men,  of  dimensions  4  feet  6  inches 
by  10  feet.  Also  a  ticket  window  for  both  white  acnd  oolored 
passengers  as  provided  by  law*  That  a  suitable  and  sufficient 
room  for  the  proper  handling,  storage,  and  oare  of  baggage  be 
provided.  That  between  the  depot  offioes  and  the  freight  ward- 
room there  shall  be  an  open  passageway  under  the  main  roof  td 
P.U.R.191SC. 
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the  boUding  16  feet  in  width.  That  the  said  depot  shall  be  pro- 
vided with  suitable  walkways  and  approaches^  and  that  the  said 
waiting  rooms  and  other  facilities  provided  for  passengers  shall 
be  adequately  lighted,  as  well  as  all  approaches  thereto.  That 
ground  plans  of  the  above-described  depot  be  submitted  to  the 
Commissioners  for  their  inspection  and  approval  within  thirty 
days  after  the  date  of  this  order,  and  that  the  aforesaid  depot 
and  f aciUtiee  be  completed,  and  this  order  fully  complied  with,  on 
or  before  the  1st  day  of  November,  ▲.  n.  1915." 

The  writ  alleges  that:    . 

''The  said  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company  submitted  to 
tibe  said  Commissioners  a  proposed  plan  for  the  said  station  build- 
ings, bearing  the  l^g^id :  'Sketch  D.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Rail- 
road. Sketch  of  Proposed  Depot  Facilities,  St.  Cloud,  Fla.'— 
which  said  plan  was  approved  by  the  said  Commissioners." 

In  the  answer  of  the  respondent  to  the  alternative  writ,  it  is 
averred: 

That  rtepondent  ^Smdertook  to  comply  with  said  order  Ko. 
481,  and  to  that  end  submitted  to  relators  in  due  time  a  plan  of 
the  proposed  station  facilities  at  St.  Cloud,  and  at  the  same  time 
fully  explained  to  them  the  construction  thereof,  then  and  there 
stating  to  them  that  the  structures  were  to  be  of  wooden  material, 
and  also  at  the  same  time  furnished  relators  with  estimates  of  the 
cost  thereof,  which  said  estimates  and  figures  necessarily  con- 
templated that  said  structures  were  to  be  of  wooden  material; 
which  said  plans  for  the  proposed  depot  facilities,  as  thus 
explained  to  relators  by  respondent  as  aforesaid,  was  duly  ap- 
proved by  relators  as  satisfactory  and  as  a  proper  plan  for  the 
construction  of  the  depot  facilities  at  St  Cloud  under  said  order. 
That  having  ample  time  to  carry  out  the  requirements  thereof  by 
remodeling  and  constructing  the  structure  and  facilities  con- 
templated thereby,  according  to  the  plan,  and  of  the  material 
theretofore  explained  to  and  approved  by  relators  as  aforesaid, 
respondent  underto<^  to  proceed  to  comply  with  said  order,  but 
respondent  says  that  it  was  prevented  from  complying  therewith 
and  constructing  said  facilities  according  to  the  plan  approved  by 
relators  as  aforesaid  witibout  any  fault  or  omission  on  respondent's 
part,  btit  solely  for  the  reason  that  at  the  time  said  plan  was 
approved,  authorizing  said  structure  to  be  constructed  of  wooden 
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material  as  aforesaid  and  thence  hitberto|  there  weire  itk  .force 
certain  ordinances  of  the  city  of  St  Cloud,  which  ^sitdblisbed 
what  are  commonly  known  ^  fire  limits  in  «aid  city,  by  prohibit 
ing  the  ei*ection  of  any  wooden  building  within  a  ceortain  area 
therein,  which  included  the  site  of  respondent's  depots  and  of 
the  proposed  d^ot  facilities,  and  required  all  buildings  and 
repairs  of  existing  buildings  within  such  area  to  be  constructed 
and  made  of  brick,  6tone>  or  other  fireproof  materiaL  And 
respondent  further  avers:  That  when  it  undertook  to  proceed 
with  the  erection  of  said  depot,  according  to  the  plans,  ^)ecifi- 
cations,  and  estimates  approved  by  relators,  whidi  oontemplated 
the  use  of  wooden  material  therein,. as  aforesaid,  the  municipal 
authorities  of  St.  Cloud  informed  respondent  that  they  did  not 
like  or  approve  the  proposed  station  facilities,  and  wbuld  not 
permit  the  same  to  be  erected,  and,  acting  pursuant  to  said  ordi- 
nances aforesaid,  refused  to  issue  a  buildic^  permit  to  respondent 
therefor,  insisting  that  the  construction  of  said  facilities  should 
be  of  brick  or  stone,  and  threatened  respondent  that,  if  it  under- 
took to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  said  facilities  out  of 
wooden  material,  they  would  prosecute  the  contractoi^,  agents,  or 
employees  of  respondent  engaged  in  any  auch  effort,  all  of  which 
was  duly  reported  to  the  relators.  That  the  reasoai  why  the 
remodeling  and  construction  of  facilities  at  St.  Cloud,  Florida, 
has  not  been  made  by  this  respondent,  as  per  the  terms  of  order 
No.  481,  is  because  of  the  aforesaid  interference  by  the  municipal 
authorities  of  St  Cloud  therewith.  That  to  build  entirely  out  of 
brick  or  stone  a  new  freight  statiion  where  the  Florida  Railroad 
Commissioners  have  ordered  the  remodeling,  and  removal  of  the 
present  station  for  freight  uses^  as  shown  by  order  No.  481  (which 
remodeling  must  necessarily  be  of  wood,  and  the  contemplated 
use  of  wooden  material  was  known  to  and  approved  by  the 
relators),  which  would  involve  the  entire  destruction  of  the  values 
of  the  present  building  and  a  new  outlay  of  at  least  $2,500  un- 
necessarily of  its  funds,  in  the  construction  of  such  freight  depot 
of  brick,  stone,  or  material  other  than  wood.  That  the  ext^it 
that  brick  or  stone  would  have  to  be  used  in. lieu  of  wood  in  tha 
building  of  the  separate  passenger  station,  and  which  respondent 
avers  would  mean  an  additional  outlay,  wholly  unnecessary,  of  at 
least  $2,000,  thereby  forcing  this  respondent  to  unneoeesarily. 
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expend  said  lai^  ffoms  of  money  and  taking  its  property  without 
due  process  of  law,  contrary  to  §  12  of  the  Bill  of  Bights  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  state  of  Florida,  and  the  14th  Amendment 
to  the  Federal  Constitution." 

The  relators  move  to  quash  the  answer  and  for  a  peremptory 
writ  on  the  following  grounds : 

^^1.  Said  answer  sets  forth  no  defense  to  the  alternative  writ 

^^2.  Because  the  inclusion  of  the  site  of  the  proposed  depot 
facilities  within  the  fire  limits  of  the  town  of  St  Cloud  is  no  legal 
reason  why  the  order  for  the  provision  of  such  facilities  made  by 
the  relators  should  not  be  complied  with  by  the  respondent. 

"3.  Because  the  answer  virtually  admits  the  right  of  the 
relators  to  the  relief  sought." 

[ly  2]  It  is  apparent  from  the  order  sought  to  be  enforced 
and  the  allegations  of  the  alternative  writ  and  the  answer  that 
the  order  made  by  the  Railroad  Commissioners  contemplates  a 
wooden  structure.  From  the  averments  of  the  answer  admitted 
by  the  motion  to  quash  for  the  purposes  of  the  motion  (State  ex 
rel.  Dixon  v.  Wolfe,  63  Fla.  290,  296,  58  So.  841),  it  appears 
that,  if  the  order  as  made  be  complied  with,  it  will  violate  a  mu- 
nicipal ordinance  of  St  Cloud  forbidding  the  erection  of  a 
wooden  building  within  an  area  including  the  point  vfhere  the 
depot  is  required  to  be  erected.  The  validity  of  ike  mimicipal 
ordinance  cannot  be  determined  in  this  proceeding  to  which  the 
municipality  is  not  a  party ;  but,  as  it  is  apparent  that  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  order  of  the  Eailroad  Commissioners  here  sought 
to  be  enforced  is  directly  affected  by  the  municipal  ordinance,  a 
governmental  regulation,  requiring  buildings  in  the  area  includ* 
ing  the  depot  site  to  be  "made  of  brick,  stone,  or  other  fireproof 
material,"  such  ordinance  should  have  been  considered  by  the 
Commissioners  when  the  existence  of  the  ordinance  was  called 
to  their  attention  as  alleged  in  the  answer ;  for,  if  by  virtue  of  the 
ordinance  the  order  is  unreasonable  either  because  it  requires  the 
violation  of  a  municipal  ordinance,  or  because  under  the  ordi- 
nance a  much  more  expensive  depot  than  that  contemplated  by 
the  order  is  required  to  be  built,  the  order  should  not  be  enforced 
by  mandamus.  While  the  duty  of  furnishing  reasonably  ade- 
quate depot  facilities  may  be  enforced,  the  nature  and  extent  of 
facilities  required  to  be  furnished  should  be  determined  after  a 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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due  consideration  of  all  pertinent  facta,  including  the  expense  to 
the  carrier  and  the  relative  benefits  to  the  public  to  be  served.  On 
the  subject  of  whether,  in  view  of  the  ordinance,  the  order  is  un- 
reasonable, the  respondent  is  entitled  to  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  before  the  matter  is  ultimately  determined  by  the  Commis- 
sioners* 

The  motion  to  quaah  the  answer  and  for  a  peremptory  writ  of 
mandamus  is  denied. 

All  concur,  except  Cockrell,  J.,  absent  by  reason  of  sickness. 


FliORIDA  SUPREBIB  COiJAT. 

STATE 

V. 

LIVE  OAK,  PERRY,  &  GULF  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 
(—  Fla.  — ,  70  So.  550.) 

Certiorari '^Discretion  of  court '^Remedy. 

1.  Certiorari  is  a  common-law  writ  which  issues  in  the  sound  judi- 
cial disci^tion  of  the  court  to  an  inferior  court,  not  to  take  the  place 
of  a  writ  of  error  or  an  appeal,  but  to  cause  the  entire  record  of  the 
inferior  court  to  be  brought  up  by  certified  copy  for  inspection,  in 
order  that  the  superior  court  may  det^mine  from  the  face  of  the 
record  whether  the  inferior  court  has  exceeded  its  jurisdiction,  or  has 
not  proceeded  according  to  the  essential  requirements  of  the  law,  in 
cases  where  no  direct  appellate  proceedings  are  provided  by  law. 

Certiorari  —  Scope  of  review. 

.  2.  On  certiorari  the  court  issuing  the  writ  considers  only  the  faoe 
of  the  record  of  the  inferior  court.  Matters  f»  pais  are  not  within  the 
purview  of  the  writ. 

Certiorari -^  Petition  for  torit  ^  Contents, 

3.  A  petition  for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  review  the  proceedings  and 
judgment  of  a  court  should  make  it  appear  that  an  illegal  proceeding 
appears  by  the  face  of  the  record  complained  of. 

Certiorari-^ Scope  of  review. 

4.  Where  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  affirming  a  judgment 
of  the  county  judge's  court,  considered  with  reference  to  the  pleading 
and  record  proper  in  the  county  judge's  court,  is  not  in  accordance  with. 
the  essential  requirements  of  law,  the  judgment  of  aflEbrmance  may  be 
quashed  on  certiorari. 

[December  16,  1915.] 


L-eadnotes  by  the  Coubt. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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CxBTiOKA&i  to  reviefw  the  proceedings  and  judgment  of  the 
Circnit  Court  for  Suwannee  County  affirming  the  judgment  of 
the  County  Judge's  Court  in  favor  of  the  defendant  in  an  action 
by  the  State  against  the  Live  Oak^  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Com- 
pany to  recover  a  penalty  for  issuing  a  free  pass  in  violation  of 
the  statute.    Judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court  quashed. 

Appearances :  D.  C.  McMullen  and  Thomas  S.  Trantham  for 
the  State;  John  F,  Harrell  for  defendant. 

Whitfield,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 
Upon  a  petition  filed  in  the  name  of  the  state  of  Florida  by 
the  Railroad  Commissioners,  this  court  issued  a  writ  of  certiorari, 
requiring  that  a  full  and  complete  copy  and  transcript  of  the 
judgment  and  all  proceedings  of  the  circuit  court  for  Suwannee 
county,  in  the  case  of  the  State  of  Florida  v.  The  Live  Oak,  Perry, 
&  Gulf  Railroad  Company,  be  sent  here.  By  such  transcript  it 
appears  that  there  was  filed  in  the  court  of  the  coimty  judge  for 
Suwannee  county  the  following  declaration : 

Li  the  Court  of  the  County  Judge,  Suwannee  County,  Florida. 

The  State  of  Florida,  Plaintiff,  v.  The  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf 
Railroad  Company,  Defendai^L 

Suwannee  County,  to  wit: 

The  state  of  Florida,  plaintiff,  by  F.  M.  Hudson,  special  coun- 
sel for  the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  said  state,  by  them 
directed  to  sue  in  this  behalf,  sues  the  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf 
Railroad  Company,  a  corporation  ^^nder  the  laws  of  the  state  of 
Florida,  the  defendant. 

For  that  the  said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
was,  prior  to  the  institution  of  this  action,  and  is  now,  a  railroad 
and  common  carrier  operating  its  line  of  railroad  within  the 
state  of  Florida  for  the  transportation  of  goods  and  passengers 
for  hire,  and  running  into  and  doing  business  in  Suwannee  county 
aforesaid. 

TLat  prior"  to  the  institution  of  this  action,  on,  to  wit,  the  7th 
day  of  September,  1912,  the  said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Rail* 
road  Company  was  charged  before  the  Railroad  Commissioners 
of  the  State  of  Florida  with  having,  within  twelve  months  then 

P.U.R.1916a 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


626  FLORIDA  SUPREME  COURT. 

last  past,  violated,  or  disregarded  chapter  5895  of  the  Laws  of 
Florida,  Acts  of  1909. 

In  that  the  said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
did  issue  to  one  E.  A.  Hodge  a  free  pass,  thereby  providing  the 
said  Hodge  with  free  transportation  over  its  line  of  railroad. 

And  after  ten  days'  notice  of  the  said  charge,  the  said  defend- 
ant had  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  was  heard  by  the  said 
Railroad  Commissioners  on  the  said  charge. 

And  thereafter,  on,  to  wit,  the  27th  day  of  January,  1913,  the 
said  Railroad  Commissioners  having  duly  tried  the  said  defend- 
ant on  the  said  charge,  in  accordance  with  law,  by  their  order 
duly  entered,  adjudged  the  said  defendant  guilty  of  violating  and 
disregarding  the  said  chapter  5895  of  the  Laws  of  Florida,  Acts 
of  1909,  as  aforesaid,  and  in  accordance  with  law  the  said  com- 
missioners duly  fixed  and  imposed  upon  the  said  defendant  a 
penalty  for  the  said  offense  in  the  sum  of  fifty  ($50)  dollars,  a 
copy  of  which  judgment  and  order  is  hereto  attached  and  made 
a  part  hereof. 

That  by  reason  of  the  premises,  and  according  to  the  statutes 
in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  the  defendant  became  liable  to 
pay  to  the  state  treasurer  the  sum  of  fifty  ($50)  dollars,  with 
interest  thereon  from  the  27th  day  of  January,  1913,  at  the  rate 
of  8  per  cent  per  annum.  .  .  .  Yet  the  defendant  has  not  paid 
the  damage  of  the  plaintiff. 

And  the  plaintiff  claims  ninety-nine  ($99)  dollars. 

F.  M.  Hudson,  Attorney  for  Plaintiff. 

Order  No.  386.    File  No.  3834. 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Violation  by  the  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Guli 
Railroad  Company  of  Chapter  5895  of  the  Laws  of  Florida,' 
Acts  of  1909,  by  Issuing  a  Free  Pass  to  E.  A.  Hodge. 

Whereas^  chaises  were  made  against  the  Live  Oak,  Perry,  & 
Oulf  Railroad  Company  of  having  violated  or  disregarded  chapter 
5^95  of  the  Laws  of  Florida,  Acts  of  1909,  by  issuing  a  free  pass 
to  one  E.  A.  Hodge ; 

And  whereas,  the  said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Com- 
pany had  due  and  lawful  notice  of  said  dbarges,  in  that  written 
notice  was  served  upon  said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Oulf  Railroad 
Company  under  date  of  September  17,  1912,  that  the  Railroad 
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Commissioners  of  the  iState  of  Florida  would  be  in  session  on  tlie 
30th  day  of  September,  1912,  at  10  o'clock  in  the  morning,  to 
hear  and  consider  the  said  charges  and  to  determine  the  truth 
thereof,  and  also  to  hear  and  consider  what  penalty,  if  any,  should 
be  imposed  upon  said  company  in  case  it  should  be  found  guilty 
of  the  said  charges ; 

And,  whereas,  the  said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Com- 
pany duly  appeared,  pursuant  to  said  notice,  by  its  attorneys 
McCollum  &  Harrell,  and  the  said  matter  was  then  taken  under 
advisement : 

Now  on  this  day,  upon  further  consideration  of  the  said  matter, 
we,  the  said  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Florida,  do 
find  that  the  said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
did  within  twelve  months  last  past  issue  a  free  pass  to  the  said 
E.  A.  Hodge ;  and  the  said  E.  A.  Hodge  was  not  at  the  time  of  the 
issuance  of  the  said  pass  an  officer  of  said  company  nor  an  em- 
ployee, pensioner,  or  disabled  employee  of  said  company,  nor 
traveling  to  accept  or  leave  the  etnployment  of  said  company,  nor 
was  he  a  member  of  the  immediate  family  of  any  such  person 
dependent  upon  him;  that  the  said  E.  A.  Hodge  was  not  the 
physician  or  surgeon  or  the  salaried  attorney  at  law  of  said  com- 
pany ;  nor  was  he  employed  on  sleeping,  parlor,  dining  or  express 
cars  hauled  by  said  company;  nor  was  he  a  baggage  soliciting 
agent  for  said  company,  nor  a  newsboy  on  duty;  that  the  said 
E.  A.  Hodge  was  not  a  minister  of  religion  engaged  in  general 
mission  work,  nor  a  traveling  seoretaxy  of  any  Railroad  Young 
Men's  Christian  Association,  nor  a  Confederate  soldier  going  to 
the  State  Home  for  Confederate  Soldiers  to  become  an  inmate 
thereof,  or  returning  after  discharge;  nor  was  he  an  indigent, 
homeless,  or  destitute  person  transported  by  charity  or  an  iagent 
employed  in  such  transportation,  nor  was  he  exclusively  engaged 
in  charitable  or  eleemosynary  work ;  nor  was  he  a  person  injured 
in  wreck,  nor  the  physician,  surgeon,  relative,  or  friend  of  any 
such  injured  person ;  nor  was  he  engaged  in  providing  relief  in 
cases  of  general  epidemic,  pestilence,  or  other  calamitous  visita- 
tions in  this  state ;  nor  was  he  an  officer  or  employee  or  member 
of  the  immediate  family,  or  surgeon  or  salaried  attorney  or  a  mem- 
ber of  the  immediate  family  dependent  on  such  physician, 
surgeon,  or  salaried  attorney,  of  any  otlier  oammon  catrier;  nor 
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was  he  the  sheriff  of  the  state ;  but  that  the  said  pass  was  issued 
by  the  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Company  and  aooepted 
by  the  said  Hodge  under  a  mistake  of  law  as  to  the  right  to  issue 
and  receive  the  said  pass; 

And  therefore,  we,  the  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State 
of  Florida,  being  fully  advised  in  the  premises,  do  find  and 
adjudge  that  the  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Company  is 
guilty  as  charged  of  violating  or  disregarding  the  said  chapter 
5896  of  the  Laws  of  Florida,  Acts  of  1909,  entitled  "An  Act  to 
Amend  §  2919  of  the  Groneral  Statutes  of  Florida  as  to  the  Allow- 
ance of  Free  or  Reduced  Rates  of  Transportation  by  Common 
Carriers,''  by  the  issuance  of  free  pass  to  the  said  £•  A.  Hodge, 
as  aforesaid  and  imder  the  circumstances  aforesaid;  and  that  the 
said  Live  Oak,  Perry,  &  Gulf  Railroad  Compai^y  has  thereby  in- 
curred a  penalty,  which,  in  view  of  the  extenuating  circumstances 
aforesaid,  is  hereby  fized  and  imposed  in  the  sum  of  fifty  ($50) 
dollars,  which  it  is  required  to  pay  promptly  to  the  state  treasurer^ 
with  interest,  as  required  by  law. 

Done  and  ordered  in  open  session  by  the  Railroad  Commis^ 
sioners  of  the  State  of  Flmda  in  our  office  in  the  city  of  Talla- 
hassee this  27th  day  of  January,  1913. 

[Signed]  R  Hudson  Burr,  Chairman* 

Subsequently  the  defendant  demurred  to  the  declaration  on  the 
following  grounds: 

*'(1)  The  state  of  Florida  is  not  by  law  authorized  or  em- 
powered to  sue  in  this  behalf  or  maintain  this  action. 

^^(2)  The  Railroad  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  Florida  are 
the  only  body  authorized  to  maintain  said  action,  if  in  fact  a 
cause  of  action  exists,  as  alleged,  but  said  commissioners  sue  ^in 
the  name  of  the  state  of  Florida.' 

"(3)  It  appears  on  the  face  of  the  said  order  No.  888,  Or  the 
order  imposing  judgment  ot  penally  against  this  defendant,  a 
certified  copy  of  which  is  attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  plain- 
tiffs declaration,  that  the  same  is  illegal  and  void. 

"(4r)  The  said  order  or  judgment,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
and  made  a  part  of  plaintiff's  declaration,  affirmatively  shows  the 
absence  of  any  intent  to  violate  any  law  of  the  state  of  Florida, 
or  any  rule  or  r^ulation  of  the  Railroad  Commission. 

^'(5)  The  said  order  show9  on  its  face  that  it  is  duplicitous. 
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''(6)  The  said  order  or  judgment  impofiing  penalty  is  ambig* 
uouB  and  uncertain. 

'^(7)  The  said  order  or  judgment  pretending  to  impose  a 
penalty  on  this  defendant,  a  eopy  of  whioh  said  order  or  judg- 
ment is  attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  plaintiff's  declarationi 
does  not  specify  any  aet  of  commission  or  omission  of  which  the 
defendant  is  adjudged  guilty;  the  only  allegation  adjudging  the 
defendant  guilty  is  alleged  in  the  disjunctive  or  alternative;  to 
wit,  ^is  guilty  as  charged  of  violating  or  disregarding/  eta 

"(8)  It  does  not  appear  in  and  by  the  said  declaration  that  the 
defendant  has  ever  had  due  notice  of  the  entry  of  the  said  pre- 
tended order  or  judgment,  or  that  it  was  ever  called  upon  or  had 
q[>portunity  to  pay  said  judgment  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
this  suit" 

The  following  order  was  made  on  the  demurrer: 

''The  for^;oing  demurrer  came  on  for  argument,  and  was 
argued  by  counsel  of  defendant  and  coujpsel  of  plaintiff.  Upon 
eansideration  by  the  court,  it  is  considered  by  the  court  and  ad- 
judged that  the  defendant's  demurrer  is  well  founded  in  law." 

Final  judgment  on  demurrer  was  rendered  as  follows : 

''The  above-stated  case  haviog  been  heard  on  demurrer  to 
declarati<m  and  demurrer  sustained,  and  plaintiff  declining  to 
amend,  and  defendant  moving  for  entry  of  judgment  on  demurrer 
sustained,  it  is  therefore,  upon  consideration  by  .the  court,  ad- 
judged that  plaintiff  take  nothing  by  its  declaration,  and  defend- 
ant go  hence  without  day." 

On  writ  of  error  th6  cause  was  taken  to  llie  circuit  court,  the 
following  errors  being  assigned: 

"(1)  The  court  erred  in  sustaining  the  demurrer  of  the  de- 
fendant to  the  declaration  herein  filed. 

"(2)  ^he  court  erred  in  ^M:ering  the  final  judgment,  dated  the 
12th  day  of  February^  1914)  based  upon  its  order  sustaining  the 
demurrer  to  the  declaration." 

A  motion  was  made  to  dismiss  the  writ  of  error. 

The  circuit  court  on  January  16,  1915,  denied  the  motion  to 
dismiss  the  writ  of  error,  and  affimied  the  judgment  of  the  county 
judge  as  follows: 

"This  cause  came  on  to  be  heard  upon  brief  by  agreement,  and 
was  considered  by  the  court,  and  upon  consideration  it  is  ordered 

P.U.R.1916C.  84 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


630  FLORIDA  SUPREME  COURT. 

that  the  motion  of  the  defendant  in  error  be  not  gnmted,  and 
upon  like  consideration  it  is  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  judg* 
ment  of  the  county  judge's  court  dated  February  12,  1914,  be, 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  affirmed  and  the  coat  of  this  proceeding 
taxed  against  the  plaintiff  in  error/' 

A  petition  for  rehearing  was  filed  February  16,  1915,  which 
petition  was  denied  May  28,  1915. 

The  prayer  of  the  petition  for  certiorari  is  "that  this  court  may 
review  the  same  and  find  the  said  judgment  of  the  said  circuit 
court  affirming  the  judgment  for  the  defendant  in  said  county 
judge's  court  for  Suwannee  county,  Florida,  as  aforesaid,  to  be 
wholly  illegal  and  unauthorized  by  law,  and  the  said  order  of  the 
said  circuit  court,  denying  the  said  petition  for  rehearing  to  be 
wholly  illegal  and  unauthorized  by  law,  and  quash  the  said  judg- 
ments of  the  said  circuit  court." 

[1]  Certiorari  is  a  common-law  Writ  which  issues  in  the  sound 
judicial  discretion  of  the  court  to  an  inferior  court,  not  to  take 
the  place  of  a  writ  of  error  or  an  appeal,  but  to  cause  the  entire 
record  of  the  inferior  court  to  be  brought  up  by  certified  copy 
for  inspection,  in  order  that  the  superior  court  may  determine 
from  the  face  of  ike  record  whether  the  inferior  court  has  ex- 
ceeded its  jurisdiction,  or  has  not  proceeded  aooording  to  the 
essential  requirements  of  the  law,  in  cases  where  no  direct  ap- 
pellate proceedings  are  provided  by  law.  Seaboard  Air  Line  E. 
Co.  V.  Ray, -52  Fla.  634,  42  So.  714. 

[2]  On  certiorari  the  court  issuing  the  writ  considers  only  the 
face  of  the  record  of  the  inferior  court.  Matters  in  pais  are  not 
within  the  purview  of  the  writ 

[3]  A  petition  for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  review  the  proceed- 
ings and  judgment  of  a  court  should  make  it  appear  that  an  illegal 
proceeding  appears  by  the  face  of  ihe  record  complained  of. 
Ragland  v.  State,  55  Fla.  157,  46  So.  724. 

[4]  The  defendant  moves  to  quash  the  writ  of  certiorari.  If 
the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  is  correct,  the  writ  should  be 
quashed.  But  if  the  county  judge  erred  in  sustaining  the 
demurrer  to  the  declaration  or  in  entering  final  judgment  on  the 
demurrer  for  the  defendant,  and  the  affirmance  of  the  judgmwit 
is  not  according  to  the  essential  requirements  of  law,  the  judg- 
ment of  the  circuit  court  may  be  quashed.    Jacksonville,  T.  &  K. 
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W.  R.  Co.  V.  Boy,  34  Fla.  389,  16  Sb.  ^0 ;  Mefnaugh  v.  Orlando, 
41  Fla,  433,  27  So.  34;  Malone  v.  Quincy,  66  Fla.  52,  62  So. 
922 ;  Basnet  v.  Jacksonville,  18  Fla.  523. 

The  first  and  second  grounds  of  the  demurrer  are  not  well 
taken.  It  was  held  in  State  v.  Florida  B.  Co.  69  Fk.  564,  63 
So.  667,  that  actions  in  cases  of  this  character  may  be  brought  in 
the  name  of  "the  state  of  Florida."  This  decision  was  rendered 
after  the  circuit  court  aiErmed  the  judgment  of  the  county  judge, 
but  before  the  petition  for  rehearing  was  denied,  and  it  is  ex- 
pressly alleged  in  the  petition  for  a  writ  of  certiorari  and  in  effect 
admitted  by  the  motion  to  quash  the  writ,  that  "no  mandate  has 
been  issued  by  the  said  circuit  court  remanding  «aid  cause  to  the 
said  county  judge's  court,  and  the  said  cause  is  still  pending  in 
said  circuit  court" 

As  it  does  not  appear  on  its  face  that  order  ^o.  386,  imposing 
the  obligation  upon  the  railroad  company,  "is  illegal  and  void,'' 
or  that  the  order  is  "ambiguous  and  uncertain"  or  "duplicitous," 
the  third,  fifth,  and  sixth  grounds  of  the  demurrer  fail.  Since 
the  element  of  an  intent  to  violate  the  law  or  rule  is  not  involved 
in  the  imposition  of  the  monetary  penalty,  the  fourth  ground  of 
the  demurrer  has  no  basis  in  law.  As  the  order  does  sufficiently 
specify  the  act  or  omission  for  which  the  monetary  penalty  is 
imposed,  and  as  it  was  not  necessary  to  give  notice  of  the  entry 
of  the  order  or  to  demand  payment  before  action  brought,  the 
seventh  and  eighth  grounds  of  the  demurrer  fail.  It  cannot  be 
said  that  the  declaration  wholly  fails  to  state  a  cause  of  action ; 
therefore  a  judgment  for  the  defendant  as  rendered  was  clearly 
not  authorized  by  law,  and  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  cotirt 
affirming  such  judgment  for  the  defendant  was  not  according  to 
the  essential  requirements  of  law.  See  Balbontin  v.  State,  68 
Fla.  84,  66  So.  421. 

The  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court  is  therefore  hereby  quashed. 

Taylor,  Ch.  J.,  and  Kiackleford,  Oockrell,  and  Ellis,  JJ., 
concur. 
P.UJL1916a 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


532  ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITI£S  COMMISSION. 

ILLINOIS  PUBLIC   UTILITIBS   COMMISSION. 

RE  ILLINOIS  NORTHERN  UTILITIES  COMPANY. 

[No.  4541.] 

Service'^ Electric '-^ Circuit  breaker^ Who  must  in&UM, 

A  circuit  breaker,  to  break  the  connection  of  electric  stand-by 
service  with  premises  having  a  private  supply,  upon  the  consumer's 
maximum  demand  exceeding  the  amount  contracted  for,  of  a  type  ap- 
proved by  the  utility  and  under  its  sole  control,  should  be  installed  by 
the  consumer  at  his  own  expense,  unless  it  is  impossible  for  his  appli* 
ances  to  use  current  in  excess  of  the  contractual  demand. 

.[March  16»  1916.] 

Application  by  the  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Company  for 
approval  of  a  rate  for  stand-by  electric  service  and  a  regulation 
that  the  consumer  shall  install  a  circuit  breaker  and  a  steel  lock- 
box container  therefor;  granted  with  the  exception  that  the  cir- 
cuit breaker  and  accessory  should  not  be  required  where  it  will 
be  impossible  for  the  consumer  to  exceed  the  maximum  contractu- 
al demand. 

Shaw,  Commissioner:  Under  date  of  January  5,  1916,  the 
Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Company  filed  with  this  Commission 
a  form  of  contract  rider  which  states  the  terms  and  conditions 
under  which  this  company  is  willing  to  furnish  stand-by,  auxil- 
iary, or  emergency  electric  service  in  the  village  of  Poplar  Grove. 
This  auxiliary,  stand-by,  or  emergency  service  is  applicable  to  con- 
sumers whose  premises  are  regularly  supplied  with  light  or  power 
or  both  from  a  privately  owned  source  of  supply,  and  who  desire 
to  connect  with  the  circuits  of  the  utility  company^  in  order  that 
continuity  of  service  may  be  assured,  or  in  order  that  they  may  be 
permitted  at  certain  hours  of  the  day  to  discontinue  operating 
the  private  source  of  supply.  The  Commission  suspended  the 
proposed  rate  pending  a  hearing,  which  hearing  was  held  in  Chi- 
cago on  February  9,  1916,  at  which  time  testimony  was  intro- 
duced by  the  applicant  herein  regarding  the  nature  of  the  serv- 
ice, the  rates  proposed,  and  the  rules  and  regulations  which  it  is 
intended  shall  govern  the  same.  From  testimony  so  iuitroduced^ 
it  appears  that  the  application  of  the  company  is  reasonable  in 
general,  but  the  Commission  believes  it  should  be  modified  in  one 
respect 
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The  roles  and  regulations  governing  the  service  as  proposed  by 
the  company  herein  provide  that  the  customer  ghally  at  his  own 
expense,  famish,  install,  and  connect  a  suitable  circuit  breaker 
which  shall  be  under  the  sole  control  and  regulation  of  die  com- 
pany, and  of  a  character  approved  by  the  company,  and  shall  be 
set  to  break  the  connection  with  the  company's  service  in  case  the 
customer's  maximum  dra:iand  at  any  time  exceeds  the  number  of 
kilowatts  of  electricity  which  the  company  is  obliged  under  the 
contract  to  stand  ready  to  supply,  and  further  provide  that  the 
customer  shall  furnish  and  install  at  his  own  expense  a  steel  lock- 
box for  containing  such  circuit  breaker. 

The  Commission  believes  that  this  provision  is  justified,  ex- 
cept in  such  cases  as  the  eustmner  may  contract  for  a  maximum 
demand  which  shall  be  equal  to  the  total  maximum  demand 
which,  due  to  the  size  or  peculiar  nature  of  his  particular  instal- 
lation, it  is  possible  for  him  to  require  of  the  company.  That  is 
to  say,  it  does  not  appear  reasonable  that  the  customer  shall  be 
required  to  provide  the  circuit  breaker  and  steel  box  in  cases 
where  it  is  obvious  that  the  circuit  breaker  has  no  definite  func- 
tion to  perform,  but  where,  by  the  nature  of  the  installation  itself, 
it  will  be  impossible  for  the  consumer  to  exceed  the  demand  for 
which  he  contracts. 

At  the  hearing  above^  it  developed  that  the  company  desired  to 
make  this  rider  effective  in  all  municipaliteis  and  communities 
served  by  it;  and  therefore  the  petition  herein  is  amended  to  ac- 
cord with  this  desire  of  the  company. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Illinois  Northern  Utilities 
Company  be,  and  the  same  is,  hereby  given  permission  to  make 
effective  in  the  various  municipalities  and  communities  served  by 
it,  the  contract  rider,  as  contained  in  the  application  herein,  said 
contract  rider  covering  auxiliary,  stand-by,  or  emergency  service, 
and  being  applicable  to  rates  A,  B,  and  C,  of  the  schedule  of  rates 
of  the  applicant  as  at  present  on  file  with  the  Commission,  except 
limited-hour  service.  Provided  that  the  company  shall  not  re- 
quire the  consumer  to  furnish  a  circuit  breaker  and  steel  box  as 
provided  in  said  rider,  in  cases  where  the  consumer,  due  to  the 
size  or  peculiarities  of  his  particular  installation,  would  find  it 
impossible  to  operate  his  service  in  such  a  way  as  to  exceed  the 

maximum  demand  covered  by  his  contract  with  the  company. 
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It  is  further  ordered  that  said  contract  rider  shall  become  ef- 
fective March  1,  1916. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  a  schedule  of  the  rates  authorized  by 
this  order  be  posted,  published,  and  filed  as  required  by  law. 

It  is  understood  that  this  CoBumssion  has  made  no  investiga- 
tion of  the  property  or  books  of  account  of  the  applicant  herein^ 
and  is  not  at  this  time  passing  upon  the  reasonableness  of  the  pro* 
posed  rate,  but  reserves  to  itself  the  full  and  complete  right  to 
make  such  investigation  at  any  time  in  the  future. 

By  order  of  the  Commission,  at  Springfield,  Illinois,  this  16tb 
day  of  March,  1916, 


INDIANA  SUPKBM£  OOl7BT» 

NORTHERN  INDIANA  &  SOUTHERN  MICHIGAN 
TELEGRAPH  &  CABLE  COMPANY 

V. 

PEOPLE'S  MUTUAL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OP 
LA  GRANGE  et  al. 

[No.  22776.] 

<—  Ind.  — ,  111  N.  E.  4.) 

Appeal  and  review  —  yeces8ity  of  final  judgment, 

1.  The  Judgment  of  the  circuit  or  superior  court,  In  an  action- 
against  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  vacate  or  enjoin  enforcement, 
of  iU  order,  contemplated  by  f  83,  Public  Utilities  act  (Acts  1918,  p. 
167),  authorizing  an  appeal,  is  a  final  judgment. 

Appeal  and  review  —  Final  judgment-^  What  constitutes. 

2.  A  judgment  upon  a  demurrer,  by  the  parties  appearing  as  de- 
fendants in  an  action  to  enjoin  enforcement  of  an  order  of  the  Com- 
mission without  any  disposition  of  the  cause  as  to  the  parties  not  ap- 
pearing, but  served  with  process,  is  not  a  final  judgment  from  which 
an  appeal  may  be  taken  under  §  83,  Public  Utilities  act  (Acts  1913, 
p.  167). 

[January  14,  1916.] 

Appeal  Tby  plaintiff  from  a  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court  of 
La  Grange  County,  James  S.  Drake,  Judge,  in  favor  of  de- 
fendants upon  a  demurrer  to  the  complaint  in  an  action  to  en- 
join an  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission;  dismissed. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Appearances: '  T.  £.  JBUifloa  and  Hanan,  Wataoti,  &  Hasan 
for  appellant;  L*  A.  JFoatex  and  F.  J«  Dwiten  for  app^lees. 

Cox,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

A  comprehensive  act  was  passed  by  the  general  assembly  in 
1913  concerning  public  utilities  and  creating  a  Public  Service 
Commission.  Acts  1913,  p.  167,  §§  10052a  et  seq.,  Bums's 
Anno.  Stat.  1914.  Section  8  of  this  act  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  every  public  utility  for  the  conveyance  of  telephone 
messages  shall  permit  a  physical  connection  to  be  made  and  tele- 
phone service  to  be  furnished  between  its  toll  lines  and  the  tele- 
phone system  of  another  such  public  utility  whenever  public  con- 
venience and  necessity  require  such  physical  connection,  and 
when  it  will  not  result  in  irreparable  injury  to  the  owner  or 
users  of  the  facilities  of  such  utilities,  nor  in  any  substantial  det- 
riment to  the  service  to  be  rendered  by  them.  It  is  also  pro- 
vided that,  if  the  utilities  fail  to  agree  to  the  connection,  or  the 
terms  and  conditions,  application  therefor  may  be  made  to  the 
Commission,  which  is  authorized  to  order  the  connection  and  fix 
the  terms  and  conditions.  The  action  of  the  Commission  is 
made  subject  to  review  by  the  courts  as  provided  in  §§  78  to 
86,  inclusive,  of  the  act. 

Section  78  provides  that  any  public  utility  and  any  person  or 
corporation  in  interest  being  dissatisfied  with  any  order  of  the 
Commission  fixing  any  rates,  etc.,  or  any  regulation,  practice, 
act,  or  service,  may  commence  an  action  in  the  circuit  or  superior 
court  of  any  county  in  which  such  order  is  operative  against 
the  Commission  as  defendant  to  vacate  or  set  it  aside  or  enjoin 
its  enforcement.  By  the  provisions  of  the  next  following  section 
the  action  must  be  begun  within  sixty  days  of  the  entry  or  ren- 
dition of  the  order.  Section  83  provides  for  an  appeal  to  this 
court  from  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  or  superior  court. 

Pursuant  to  and  under  the  provisions  of  §  8,  supra,  appellee 
the  People^s  Mutual  Telephone  Company,  which  then  main- 
tained telephone  lines  in  and  around  La  Grange  and  an  ex- 
change in  that  town,  filed  its  petition  with  appellee  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  for  an  order  of  physical  connection  of  its 
lines  with  the  long-distance  toll  line  of  the  Home  Telephone 
Company  of  Ft.  Wayne,  which  ran  through  La  Qrange,  and  in 
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which  appelknt  had  certain  contract  rights.  Appellant  was  no- 
tified hy  the  Home  company  of  Hie  petition,  i^peared  before  the 
Commission,  and  upon  leave  panted  was  made  a  party  and  op- 
posed the  petition  of  the  People's  company.  As  a  result  of  the 
hearing  before  the  Commission,  the  petition  of  the  People's  com- 
pany was  granted  and  the  physical  connection  asked  was  ordered. 
Subsequently,  under  the  provisions  of  §  78,  supra,  appellant  filed 
its  complaint  in  the  La  Grange  circuit  court  to  vacate  and  to  set 
aside  the  order  and  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  it  The  Public 
Service  Commission,  the  People's  company,  and  the  Home  com- 
pany, were  all  made  parties  defendant  to  this  action  and  served 
with  summons  to  appear  and  answer.  The  Commission  and 
People's  company  appeared  and  demurred  to  appellant's  com- 
plaint. Their  demurrers  were  sustained,  and  appellant  refused 
to  plead  further.  Judgment  was  therefore  rendered  that  appel- 
lant take  nothing  by  its  complaint,  and  that  the  Commission  and 
the  People's  company  recover  their  costs  in  the  action.  From  this 
judgment  appellant,  under  the  right  given  by  §  83,  supra,  has 
brought  this  appeal  in  which  the  rulings  on  the  demurrers  of  the 
Commission  and  the  People's  company  to  its  complaint  are  as- 
signed as  errors. 

[1,  2]  Appellees  have  interposed  a  motion  to  dismiss  on  the 
ground  that  the  transcript  of  the  record  presented  does  not  show 
a  final  disposition  of  the  cause  in  the  trial  court  as  to  all  the 
parties  to  it.  The  transcript  shows  that  as  to  the  Home  Tele- 
phone Company  appellant's  cause  is  still  pending  in  the  lower 
court.  It  appears  therefrom  that  this  defendant  was  served 
with  summons,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  it  appeared  and  an- 
swered, or  that  it  was  defaulted,  or  that  as  to  it  appellant's  ac- 
tion was  dismissed.  Kot  only  appellant  and  the  People's  com- 
pany were  interested  in  the  subject-matter  of  the  order  of  the 
Commission,  but  the  Home  company  was  also;  and  it  was  a 
proper,  if  indeed  not  a  necessary,  party  to  appellant's  action  in 
the  circuit  court  And  it  is  clear  that  its  property  and  interests 
would  be  involved  in  a  final  disposition  of  that  action. 

The  appeal  to  this  court  contemplated  by  §  83,  supra,  is  an 

appeal  from  a  final  judgment  of  the  circuit  or  superior  court 

It  is  not  different  from  that  authorized  by  the  Code  from  final 

judgments  in  civil  actions.    Bums's  Anno.  Stat  1914,  §  671. 
P.U.R.191SC. 
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A  judgment  is  not  ''final"  unleeA  it  disposes  of  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  action  as  to  all  of  the  parties  so  far  as  the  court  be- 
fore which  it  is  pending  has  power  to  dispose  of  it.  Elliott, 
App.  Proc  §§  85,  aO,  91;  Starkey  y.  Starkey  (1906)  166  Ind. 
140,  76  N.  E.  876;  Keller  v.  Jordan  (1897)  147  Ini  113,  46 
K  E.  343;  Champ  v.  Kendrick  (1892)  130  Ind.  545,  30  N.  E. 
635;  Neyens  v.  Flesher  (1907)  39  Ind.  App.  399,  402,  79  K 
E.  1087. 

The  rule  as  stated  in  Elliott's  General  Practice,  vol.  2,  § 
1003,  is  applicable  to  the  facts  here  involved : 

''As  it  is  necessary  to  impress  upon  a  judgment  the  character 
of  a  final  judgment  that  it  should  dispose  of  the  case  as  to  all 
the  parties  before  the  court,  a  judgment  upon  demurrer  against 
some  only  of  the  parties  is  not  ordinarily  regarded  as  a  final 
judgment,  nor  can  it  be  so  regarded  for  the  purposes  of  an  ap- 
peal or  writ  ot  errat  vntixont  violating  the  rule  that  cases  cbool- 
not  be  appealed  piecemeal" 

The  motion  to  dismiss  is  sustained,  and  the  appeal  ip  dismiBned. 


KANSAS  SCnPBBMS:  COVHT. 

MOLLOHAN 

ATCHISON,  TOPEEA,  &  SANTA  FE  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[Nd.  19S00.] 

(9t  Kan.  51,  L.R.A.— ,  — ,  154  Pac.  248.) 

IHserifnination  —  Service  —  Railroads  —  Live       atoch  —  Stopping       in 
transit. 

1.  Wher^  cattle  were  billed  and  shipi^ed  if  om  BeHid^rc  to  Peabody 
at  the  regular  rat«a,.whi«h  had  b«ai  publialie^  and  filed  vtth  tbe  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission,  a  special  contract  granting  to  the  shipper  the 
privilege  of  stopping  the  cattle  at  Wichita  to  test  the  market,  and  to 
terminate  the  Journey  at  that  point  If  the  market  was  sfftisfactory, 
and  to  continue  the  transport«tion  to  original  daQtioa^^n  if  the  market 
was  unsatisfactory,  was  preferential  and  discriminatory,  and  yiolated 
the  railroad  and  utilities  act. 

IHBcrimination --^  Service '•^  Railroad '-^  Live  stock --^  Stopping  in  tran^ 
sU-^EnXmrffemient  ef  privilege, 

2.  Wliere  the  tariffs  of  the  carriers  filed  with  the  Public  Utilitiee 
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CommiBsion  specify  the  points  at  Which  live  stock  may  be  stopp^  in 
transit  to  test  the  market,  any  special  contract  enlarging  that  privi- 
lege, which  is  not  specified  in  such  tariffs,  is  void. 
DUicritnination  —  Service  —  Railroads  —  lAve  stocic  —  Stopping  in 
transit  ^  Necessity  of  filing  tariff  and  soMdulB, 

3.  Before  a  special  privilege  to  stop  catUe  in  transit  to  test  a  mar- 
ket en  route  can  be  granted  by  a  railroad  company,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  tariffs  and  schedules  pertaining  thereto  must  be  filed  with  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission,  and  be  open  to  all  shippers  on  equal  terms. 

[January  8,  1916.] 

From  a  judgment  o£  the  District  Court  of  Marioi;!  County 
for  plaintiff  in  action  by  a  live-stock  shipper  against  a  railroad 
for  damages  from  failure  to  stop  cattle  in  transit  in  accordance 
with  an  agreement,  defendant  appeals;  revearsed  with  directions 
to  enter  judgment  for  defendant. 

Appearances :  W.  R.  Smith,  O.  J.  Wood^  A,  A,  Scott,  W:  L. 
Euggins,  and  Humbert  Biddle  for  appellwt;  C.  !&C.  Clark  for 
appellee. 

Dawson,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
On  March  1,  1913;  A.  B.  Mollohan  shipped  80  steers  in  three 
carloads  from  Belvidere  to  Peabody  over  the  defendant's  rail- 
road under  the  usual  shipper's  contract,  on  i^hich  was  noted  in 
writing  the  words  "Wichita  privilege."  These  words  meant  that 
the  shipper  would  have  the  privilege  of  stopping  the  cattle  in 
Wichita  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  market  and  of  termiiiat- 
ing  their  journey  at  that  point  if  he  decided  to  sell  the  cattle 
there,  and  if  the  market  was  unsatisfactory  the  shipment  should 
continue  to  the  final  destination  set  down  in  the  shipper's  con- 
tract. In  addition  to  this  notation  on  the  billing^  the  plaintiff 
notified  the  conductor  of  the  train  in  which  the  cattle  were 
shipped  that  he  desired  the  cattle  unloaded  at  Wichita,  and  he 
went  to  Wichita  on  a  passenger  train  to  arrange  feed  and  water 
for  their  reception.  The  cattle  were  not  unloaded  at  Wichita, 
but  despatched  directly  throu^  to  Peabody,  arriring  at  a  late 
hour  on  Saturday  night,  where  plaintiff,  expecting  to  receive  them 
at  Wichita,  had  made  no  provision  to  receive  them  Or  provide 
feed.  The  cattle  were  negligently  unloaded,  being  jammed  in 
the  chute  and  piled  up  and  bruised.  By  long-distance  tel^>hone 
from  Wichita,  the?  plaintiff  managed  to  get  his  cattle  taken  to  a 
near-by  lot;  but  as  there  was  no  opportunity  to  have  them  re- 
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turned  to  Wichita  in  time  for  market  before  the  following  Tues- 
day^ the  plaintiff  gave  np  that  pnrpoee,  and  kept  tiie  cattle,  and 
brought  this  action  for  damages. 

The  damages  which  occurred  in  llie  unloading  of  the  cattle 
at  Peabody  were  eliminated  by  the  disf^ot  court  because  the 
plaintiff  had  neglected  to  give  notice  to  tlie  railroad  company  iti 
writing  before  the  cattle  were  removed  from  Peabody  station. 
Such  was  one  of  1^  stipulations  of  the  shipper's  contract  The 
appellee  complains  of  this,  but  brings  no  cross  appeal.  More- 
over, the  decision  of  the  district  court  on  diat  point  was  correct. 
Chicago,  E.  I.  &  P.  E.  Co.  v.  Theis,  96  Kan.  494,  152  Pac 
619. 

[1-4]  This  left  as  the  sole  ground  of  damages  the  failure  of 
the  railroad  company  to  stop  the  cattle  at  Wichita  in  accordance 
with  the  special  arrangement  for  the  Wichita  privilege,  and  in 
accordance  with  plaintiffs  request  to  the  conductor  of  the  freight 
train.  To  meet  this  issue,  the  defendant  answered:  ^^That  at 
the  time  the  live  stock  mentioned  and  described  in  plaintiff's 
petition  was  shipped  over  the  line  of  defendant's  railway,  the 
said  defendant  railway  had  on  file  with  the  Public  Utilities  C<nn- 
mission  of  the  State  of  Kansas  certain  rales  governing  live-stock 
contracts,  and  also  general  instructions  concerning  the  privilege 
of  markets,  said  circular  having  also  been  filed  with  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  and  known  as  I.  C.  C.  No.  6084, 
same  being  indorsed  as  Santa  F6  System  Circular  No.  3213A. 
That  said  circular  was  and  is  a  part  of  Santa  F^  railway  tariffs, 
both  state  and  interstate,  and  contains  all  the  rules  in  force  at 
the  time  the  shipment  involved  moved,  concerning  the  privilege 
of  markets  and  rules  governing  same;  said  circular  and  tariffs 
having  been  duly  published  by  the  defendant  and  placed  on  file 
not  only  with  said  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of 
Kansas,  with  its  consent  and  approval,  but  also  posted  iu  defend- 
ant's several  stations  in  said  state.    . 

^^ith  respect  to  stoppage  of  live  stock  at  Wichita,  the  said 
circular  reads: 

« 'Wichita,  Kan. 

'*  'Where  through  rates  are  published  on  live  stock  to  Chicago, 
m,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  East  St.  Louis,  111.,  East  Et.  Madison,  lU., 
Bock  Island,  111.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  St  Joseph,  Mo.,  Omaha 
P.UJl.ioi6a 
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and  South  Omaha,  Neb.,  and  where  Wichita,  Ean«  (see  note), 
is  in  a  direct  line  of  transit  between  initial  point  of  shifMnent 
and  l!he  above  destinations,  the  privilege  of  stopping  in  transit 
at  Wichita,  Kan.,  for  the  purpose  of  permitting  shippers  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  market  at  that  point  may  be  allowed,  subject 
to  the  following  rules: 

**  *Note. — ^Wichita,  Kan.^  will  be  considered  in  direct  line  of 
transit  where  Hutchinson  or  Little  River^  Kan;,  are  in  direct  line 
of  transit    •    •     «' 

^'Def endant  further  avers  that  said  rale  and  regulation  above 
set  out  was  in  full  force  and  effect  at  the  time  plaintiff's  ship- 
ment of  cattle  moved  over  the  defendant's  line,  and  that  the 
defendant  had  no  authority  to  permit  said  live  stock  to  have  the 
privilege  of  the  market  at  Wichita,  and  to  have  done  so  would 
have  been  in  violation  of  the  Public  Utilities  law  of  the  state  of 
Kansas,  making  the  defendant  railway  company  subject  to  prose- 
cution for  penalties  under  the  Public  Utilities  act  of  this  state/' 

From  a  judgment  for  plaintiff^  the  defendant  appeals,  and  its 
assignment  of  error  is  chiefly  directed  to  questions  pertaining  to 
the  def  ensid  just  recited. 

The  tariffs  filed  with  the  Public  Utilities  Oommission  were 
excluded  from  the  evidence,  and  the  following  instruction  asked 
by  the  defendant  was  refused: 

'^The  jury  is  fiirther  instructed  that  under  and  by  virtue  of 
chapter  238  of  the  Session  Laws  of  Kansas  for  1911,  commonly 
known  as  the  Tublic  Utilities  act,'  a  railroad  company  operating 
in  this  state  is  required  to  file  with  the  Board  of  Public  Utilities 
schedules  of  its  rates  on  freight,  live  stock,  ^>e.,  with  all  privi- 
leges, such  as  unloading  in  transit,  stop-overs,  etc.,  and  that  to 
deviate  from  said  schedule  is  discriminatory  and  is  contrary  to 
law. 

^'If  you  shall  find  from  the  evidence,  therefore,  that  said  sdied- 
ules  were  duly  and  properly  filed  with  said  Literstate  Commerce 
Commission  and  said  Board  of  Public  Utilities  of  the  State  of 
Kansas,  and  that  said  schedules  did  not  permit  cattle  shipments 
originating  at  Belvidere,  Kansas,  and  terminating  at  Peabody, 
Kansas,  to  be  unloaded  at  Wichita,  Kansas,  while  in  transit,  then 
I  instruct  you  tibat  the  failure  of  said  defendant  to  so.  unload 
aaid  cattle  at  Wichita  would  not  be  an  act  of  negligence  or  viola- 
tion of  contraction  the  part  of  said  defendant,  but  that  said  coii- 
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tract  in  that  regard  would  not  be  enforceable  against  said  defend- 
ant, and  said  plaintiff  cannot  recover  anything  for  said  failure 
to  so  unload  said  cattle/' 

The  district  court  gave  an  instruction  which  in  effect  recog- 
nized the  validity  of  the  Wichita  privilege  and  its  incidents. 
Upon  the  correctness  of  this,  the  judgment  depends. 

In  recent  years  the  whole  drift  of  state  and  Federal  legis- 
lation has  been  directed  to  stamp  out  all  manner  of  special  privi- 
leges heretofore  extended  by  railroads  to  favored  shippers.  By 
acts  of  our  own  legislature  all  such  practices  are  forbidden  under 
drastic  penalties.  Among  the  provisions  of  our  statutes  to  pre- 
vent this  vice,  it  is  required  that  all  tariffs  pertaining  to  intra- 
state railway  carriage  shall  be  filed  with  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  and  the  manifest  purpose  of  this  is  that  all  shippers 
shall  enjoy  the  same  rates  for  the  same  services  under  similar 
conditions,  and  that  no  special  service  or  privilege  shall  be 
extended  to  one  shipper  which  is  not  open  to  all;  and  to  that 
end,  wherever  unusual  privileges  are  extended,  the  details  and 
tariff  charges  pertaining  thereto  must  be  filed  with  the.  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  and  all  these  rates,  services,  privileges, 
etc.,  are  subject  to  amendment,  modification,  approval,  or  dis- 
approval of  the  Commission.  A  full  discussion  of  this  subject 
and  of  the  pertinent  statutes  will  be  found  in  Union  P.  K  Co. 
V.  PubUc  Utilities  Commission,  95  Kan.  604,  P.U.R.1915D, 
377,  148  Pac.  667 ;  State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Kansas  Postal  Teleg. 
Cable  Co.  96  Kan.  298,  P.U.K.1915E,  222,  150  Pac.  544. 

While  the  rates  between  Belvidere  and  Wichita,  Belvidere  and 
Peabody,  and  Wichita  and  Peabody,  are  not  before  us,  we  are 
bound  to  presume  that  the  rate  under  which  the  plaintiff's  cattle 
were  shipped  to  Peabody  was  the  rate  lawfully  published  and 
filed  with  the  Public  Utilities  Commission.  No  rate  was  filed 
with  the  Commission  covering  cattle  transportation  between  Bel- 
videre and  Peabody  with  the  Wichita  privilege.  The  rates  on 
file  covered  both  state  and  interstate  transportation,  but  that  is 
of  no  consequence  here,  although  this  is  a  common  and  commen- 
dable practice,  since  it  tends  to  simplify  the  inherently  complex 
subject  of  railroad  rates  and  tariffs.  The  tariffs  specified  the 
conditions  under  which  the  Wichita  privilege  would  be  accorded. 
By  logic  as  well  as  law,  shipments  which  did  not  move  along  the 
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routes  to  the  well-known  marketfl  named  in  the  officially  approved: 
tariffs  could  not  lawfully  be  given  this  privilege.  Nor  can  thecre. 
be  any  doubt  that  the  right  to  stop  a  shipment  of  cattle  ia  transit 
to  test  an  intermediate  market  is  a  valuable  privil^e,  and  does 
not  amount  to  an  advantage  which  ordinary  shippers  of  cattle 
from  Belvidere  to  Peabody  do  not  enjoy.  It.mi^t  be  urged- 
that  such  privilege  is  open  to  all  shippers  from  Belvidere  to  Pea- 
body.  That  cannot  be,  since  no  tariffs  to  that  effect  are  on  file 
with  the  Utilities  Commission. 

Some  Federal  decisions  are  in  point.  The  case  of  Chicago  & 
A.  R.  Co.  V.  Kirby,  225  U.  S.  155,  56  L.  ed.  1033,  32  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  64:8,  Ann.  Cas.  1914A,  501,  is  instructive.  The  supreme 
court  of  Illinois  had  upheld  a  judgment  in  favor  of  a  shipper 
who  had  sustained  damages  from  the  railroad's  breach  of  a 
special  contract  to  transport  a  carload  of  high-grade  horses  from 
Springfield,  Illinois,  to  New  York  city.  The  special  contract 
stipulated  that  the  carrier  would  deliver  the  car  at  Joliet,  Illinois, 
in  time  to  connect  with  a  "horse  special"  over  the  Michigan  Cen- 
tral and  connecting  lines  to  New  York.  The  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  reversed  the  Illinois  court,  holding  that, 
since  the  horses  had  been  shipped  at  the  regularly  published  rates, 
which  did  not  provide  for  special  privileges  nor  for  expedited 
service  or  transportation  on  a  particular  train,  and  since  Kirby 
was  not  required  to  pay  any  higher  rate  for  the  promised  special 
service,  the  special  contract  and  the  privilege  were  violative  of 
the  interstate  commerce  act. 

An  analogous  case  was  Engemoen  v.  Chica^,  St  P.  M.  &  O. 
R.  Co.  127  C.  C.  A.  426,  210  Fed.  896,  where  a  contract  by  an 
interstate  carrier  to  transport  live  stock  to  their  destination 
within  a  limited  time  was  void,  unless  authorized  or  provided 
by  its  published  tariffs. 

Section  7174  of  the  General  Statutes  of  1909  requires  that  all 
schedules  of  rates  be  filed  with  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 
Sections  7178  and  7181,  id.,  forbid  any  departure  from  the 
regular  rates,  and  make  it  unlawful  for  any  railroad  company 
^Hk)  grant  any  special  privileges  to  any  person,  firm,  or  corpora- 
tion, either  in  the  way  of  a  preference  in  furnishing  cars,  side- 
track facilities,  sites  for  elevators,  mills,  or  warehouses,  or  any 
other  form  of  preference,  privilege,  or  discrimination." 
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Section  7214,  id.,  provides  that  *^all  oonoeeBion  of  rates,  draw- 
backs, and  contracts  for  special  rates  shall  be  open  to  and  allowed 
all  persons,  companies,  and  ootporations  alike.'' 

Section  7323,.  id.,  subjects  tiie  carrier  to  a  possible  fine  of 
$5,000  for  each  violation  of  the  foregoing  provisions  of  the  rai^ 
road  act. 

To  the  foregoing  has  been  added  the  Public  Utilities  act  of 
1911  (chapter  238),  in  which  the  legislature  descended  to  great 
particularity  touching  the  necessity  that  all  rates  be  published 
and  filed,  and  that  the  established  rates  for  like  services  be  ob- 
served, and  all  preferential  or  discriminatory  rates,  services,  and 
the  like  are  forbidden,  under  appropriate  penalties.  This  abridg- 
ment of  the  railroad  and  utilities  acts  closely  paraphrases  §§2, 
3,  and  6  of  the  interstate  commerce  act.  24  Stat,  at  L.  379,  chap. 
104,  and  amendments,  Comp.  Stat.  1913,  title  56A,  p.  3812;  3 
Fed.  Stat.  Anno.  813;  id..  Supplement  of  1914,  639;  1  Drinker, 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  6 ;  Fuller,  Interstate  Conmierce,  178. 
See  also  note  on  right  of  carriers  to  discriminate  with  respect  to 
special  or  unusual  service  in  12  L.R.A.(N.S.)  606. 

In  view  of  this,  it  seems  imperative  to  hold  that  the  Wichita 
privilege  was  a  special  privilege  which  had  been  promised  the 
plaintiff,  and  as  such  it  was  illegal;  and  the  failure  to  accord 
the  promised  privilege  at  Wichita  cannot  be  the  basis  of  an 
action  for  damages.  This  necessitates  a  reversal  of  this  case, 
with  instructions  to  set  aside  the  judgment  and  to  enter  judg- 
ment for  defendant. 

It  is  so  ordered. 


LOriSIANA  RAILROAD  COMMISSIOX. 

EX  PARTE  AMERICAN  EXPRESS  COMPANY  et  al. 
[No.  2417;  Order  No.  1970.] 

Bates  —  Express  —  Increase  —  TJnifor^nity  —  Intrastate  and  interstate. 

Express  companies  operating  in  Louisiana  were  authorized  to 
adjust  intrastate  rates  to  conform  to  the  schedules  of  the  Interstate 
Comrneroe  Commiasiodi,  it  appearing  desirable  that  interstate  and  intra- 
state rates  be  uniform,  that  the  former  rates  were  unremunerative,  and 
that  there  would  be  a  slight  advance  in  less  than  4  per  cent  of  the 
traffic. 

[February  15,  lOlS.] 
P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


544  LOUISIANA  HAILROAD  QO^QOBSION. 

Application  of  the  American  Express  Compaay  and  other 
companies  to  put  into  effect  for  Louisiana  intrastate  business  the 
schedule  of  first  and  second  class  package  charge  authorized  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  its  supplemental  order 
^N'o.  15,  docket  No.  4198,  for  interstate  business. 

By  the  Commission:  Effective  February  1,  1914,  this  Com- 
mission permitted  the  express  companies  operating  in  Louisiana 
to  change  the  express-rate  basis  from  the  old  haphazard  mileage 
and  blanket  system  to  the  block  system  previously  prescribed  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  for  interstate  business. 
The  effect  of  the  application  of  the  block  system  of  rates  on 
Louisiana  intrastate  express  business  was  a  great  reduction  in 
the  express  rates  as  a  whole,  although,  as  stated  in  the  order  is- 
sued by  the  Commission  (order  No.  1693)  advances  in  some  rates 
would  naturally  have  to  be  made  in  order  to  bring  about  the 
uniformity  which  the  block  system  was  designated  to  create. 

After  having  operated  under  the  block-system  rates  for  some 
eighteen  months,  the  express  companies  in  Louisiana  filed  an 
application  in  this  proceeding  to  make  some  slight  advances  in 
the  rates  previously  put  into  effect,  having  first  submitted  a  simi- 
lar application  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  for  modi- 
fications in  the  interstate  block-system  rates.  The  rates  applied 
for  were  allowed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  after 
an  exhaustive  investigation. 

Our  investigation  of  this  case,  after  due  notice  to  the  public, 
whose  interests  would  be  affected,  and  a  hearing  in  accordance 
with  such  notice,  convinces  us  that  the  modifications  and  changes 
which  are  now  asked  for  by  the  express  companies  in  this  case  are 
not  unreasonable.  It  is  true  that  the  granting  of  the  application 
in  this  case  will  result  in  a  slight  advance  in  the  express  rates 
of  the  light-weight  packages.  It  is  apparent  that  the  express 
companies  have  not  made  money  in  the  state  of  Louisiana  under 
the  rates  prescribed,  and  a  further  application  of  these  rates  will 
result  in  a  continuation  of  the  losses  which  have  been  sustained 
during  nearly  two  years. 

It  is  highly  desirable  that  a  uniform  system  of  interstate  and 

intrastate  rates  should  prevail ;  and  to  this  end  thirty-three  states 

have  already  adopted  the  modified  express  rates  as  allowed  by  the 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
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When  tiie  block-system  rates  were  put  into  effect,  on  Febru- 
ary 1,  1914,  the  reductions  resulting  in  the  rates  previously  in 
effect  in  the  state  of  Louisiana  were  very  heavy,  and  the  advances 
which  are  now  asked  for  will  not  only  not  wipe  out  these  reduc- 
tions, but  will  leave  the  rates  very  much  lower  than  they  previous- 
ly were,  as  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  modification  will  only 
amount  to  an  increase  in  the  present  block-system  rates  of  less 
than  4  per  cent  on  Louisiana  intrastate  business. 

The  premises  considered,  it  is 

Ordered  that  the  application  of  the  American  Express  Com- 
pany, the  Wells  Pargo  Express  Company,  and  the  Southern  Ex- 
press Company,  to  put  into  effect  on  Louisiana  intrastate  busi- 
ness, the  same  schedule  of  first  and  second  class  package  charges 
as  authorized  by  the  Intrastate  Commerce  Commission  in  its 
supplemental  order  No,  15,  docket  No.  4198,  for  interstate,  busi- 
ness, be,  and  the  same  is  hereby  granted,  the  rates  to  become  ef- 
fective March  1, 1916,  and  tariffs  to  be  filed  prior  to  that  date. 

By  order  of  the  Commission,  Shelby  Taylor,  Chairman ;  B.  A. 
Bridges  and  John  T.  Michel,  Commissioners. 

Note. — Express  rates. 

Orders  were  made  relative  to  express  rates  by  the  following  Com- 
missions : 

California. — ^Montague  Creamery  v.  Wells  F.  &  Co.  Decision  No. 
2914,  Case  No.  825,  Nov.  20, 1915,  a  reduction  of  rates  for  butter  be- 
tween Montague  and  San  Francisco  ordered,  where  the  existing  open 
or  an3'-quantity  rate  between  the  cities  was  25  cents  per  hundred 
pounds  higher  than  between  other  points  shown,  and,  in  the  absence 
of  quantity  rates,  the  disparity  varied  from  35  cents  to  45  cents  per 
hundred  pounds,  despite  the  carrier's  contention  that  the  rate  at- 
tacked was  established  by  the  Commission  and  was  therefore  just 
and  reasonable,  where  the  Commission  in  its  order  establishing  such 
rates  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  some  of  the  individual  rates  es- 
tablished would  probably  be  out  of  line  and  require  adjustment;  the 
Commission  further  held  that  the  testimony  of  the  express  company 
that  such  rates  were  in  line  with  average  existing  rates  deserved  lit- 
tle consideration  for  the  reason  that  the  rates  per  mile  for  shorter 
distances  was  greater  than  for  longer  distances,  consequently  an 
average  rate  was  not  comparable;  that  testimony  in  support  of  the 
contention  that  the  rate  attacked  applied  to  counties  having  a  less 
population  than  other  counties  having  a  lower  rate  tended  rather 
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to  establish  the  contrary;  that  testimony  that  there  were  large  in- 
creases of  butter  production  in  the  communities  affected  by  the 
existing  tariff,  while  illuminating,  did  not  tend  to  establish  the  rea- 
sonableness of  the  rate,  and  that  although  there  might  be  an  in- 
creased tonnage  it  did  not  follow  that  a  further  reduction  would 
not  further  increase  the  tonnage. 

Florida. — Re  Rates  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Order 
No.  506,  File  No.  3622,  Feb.  19,  1916,  order  adopting  ''official  ex- 
press classification  No.  24*^  otherwise  designated  as  "I.  C.  C.  No. 
A-1639,^'  and  "local  and  joint  schedule  of  first  and  second  class  ex- 
press rates  No.  2,"  otherwise  designated  as  "I.  C.  C.  No.  A-1632,'' 
with  certain  exceptions. 

Illinois. — Re  Airy,  Jan.  27,  1916,  order  approving  ''official  ex- 
press classification  No.  24,"  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  70,  with  the  exception 
of  items  2  and  3,  page  19,  and  item  26,  page  25. 

Mississippi. — Re  Southern  Exp.  Co.  No.  4275,  Sept.  9,  1915,  order 
approving  "official  express  classification  No.  23,'^  P.  Q.  Airy's  I.  C.  C. 
No.  A-1450,  and  "Local  and  Joint  Schedule  of  First  and  Second 
Class  Express  Rates  No.  2,"  F.  G.  Airy's  I.  C.  C.  No.  A-1632. 

Nevada.— Re  Wells  F.  &  Co.  Case  No.  346,  Jan.  13,  1916,  and  Re 
American  Exp.  Co.  Case  No.  361,  Feb.  15,  1916,  express  companies 
authorized  to  increase  first  and  second  class  intrastate  package  charge 
to  conform  to  rates  fixed  by  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  sup- 
plemental order  No.  15,  Case  No.  4198,  July  14,  1915,  as  amended 
by  supplemental  order  No.  16,  in  same  case,  July  27,  1915. 

Rhode  Island.— Re  Carry's  City  Transfer,  No.  231,  Nov.  3,  1915, 
order  authorizing  tariff  R.  I.  P.  TJ.  C.  No.  2,  to  become  effective 
November  1,  1915,  without  statutory  notice. 

Tennessee. — ^Re  Express  Rates,  Aug.  12,  1915,  order  of  March  11, 
1914,  modified  to  conform  to  order  No.  4198, 1.  C.  C.  No.  35,  page  3, 
July  14,  1915,  and  that  rates  "0"  be  modified  proportionately  as 
other  scales. 

Re  Express  Rates,  May  17,  1915,  order  approving  rates  set  out 
in  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  unreported  opinion  No.  A  980, 
docket  No.  4198,  approved  February  8,  1915,  except  that  clause  lim- 
iting gross  weight  of  live  stock  in  crates  was  not  approved ;  rule  pro- 
viding for  examination  of  c.  o.  d.  shipments  in  express  office  ap- 
proved provided  that,  after  examination,  shipment  be  delivered  by 
company. 
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NEW  YORK  COURT  OF  APPEALS. 

BE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  FIRST  DISTRICT. 

O^BRIEN 

v. 

CITY  OF  NEW  YORK. 

(217  N.  Y.  61,  111  N.  E.  658.) 

Eminent  domain  ^  Bapid  transit  act -^  Procedure  ^  Right  of  property 
owner  to  he  heard. 

1.  Under  the  New  York  rapid  transit  act,  a  property  owner  haf. 
the  right  to  appear  and  be  heard  in  proceedings  to  acquire  his  prop- 
erty for  rapid  transit  purposes,  although  such  right  is  not  expressly 
given  by  the  statute. 

Eminent  domain '•^  Power  of  Commission '•^  Determination  of  queS' 
tion  of  taking, 

2.  Under  the  New  York  rapid  transit  act,  the  Commission  has 
exclusive  jurisdiction  to  determine  the  question  of  the  necessity  of  tak- 
ing property  for  rapid  transit  purposes,  and  its  action  cannot  be  >  er- 
fered  with  by  the  court  in  the  absence  of  some  statute  conferring  ex- 
press power  upon  the  court  to  review  it. 

Eminent  doituEin  —  JKapid  traneit  act '•^  Motive  •  of  Commission '^RC' 
view  hy  courts. 

3.  Under  the  New  York  rapid  transit  act,  the  good  faith  of  the 
Commission  in  its  action  in  respect  to  the  taking  of  property  for  rapid 
transit  purposes  is  not  subject  to  review  by  the  courts. 

(WiLLABD  Bartlett,  Ch.  J.,  disscnts.) 

[January  25,  1016.] 

AppEAii  by  the  property  owners  from  an  order  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  Appellate  Division,  dismissing  an  appeal  from  an  order 
providing  for  the  taking  of  certain  property  for  rapid  transit 
purposes  under  the  rapid  transit  act;  affirmed. 

Appearances :  Robert  H.  Elder  for  appellants ;  Lamar  Hardy, 
Corporation  Counsel  (Charles  J.  Nehrbas,  of  counsel)  for  re- 
spondent. 

Hiscocky  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
The  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  First  District  deter- 
mined to  make  an  application  to  acquire  the  fee  of  certain  prem- 
ises situate  in  the  borough  of  Brooklyn  belonging  to  the  appel- 
lants, pursuant  to  chapter  4  of  the  Laws  of  1891,  and  the  several 
statutes  amendatory  thereof  and  supplemental  thereto,  for  the 
purpose  as  alleged  of  maintaining  and  operating  the  rapid  transit 
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railroad  commonly  spoken  of  as  the  Fourth  Avenue  Rapid  Tran- 
sit Eailroad.  A  petition^  amongst  other  things,  alleging  the 
necessity  of -said  premises  for  said  purpose,  and  praying  for  the 
appointment  of  commissioners  of  appraisal  to  ascertain  the  price 
and  compensation  to  be  made  to  the  owners  of  said  property,  was 
presented  to  the  supreme  court  in  accordance  with  due  notice  of 
the  time  and  place  of  said  application.  The  appellants  not  ap- 
pearing on  said  application,  an  order  was  duly  made  appointing 
commissioners  of  appraisal,  and  soon  thereafter  the  hearing  be- 
fore them  was  commenced.  Thereafter  an  order  was  made  open- 
ing said  default  of  the  appellants,  and  they  were  "granted  leave 
within  ten  days  after  the  entry  of  said  [this]  order  to  file  and 
serve  •  •  .  an  answer  or  answering  affidavits  to  the  petition 
herein,  so  as  to  permit  the  trial  or  determination  of  the  question 
of  the  necessity  for  the  condemnation  of  the  fee  of  the  property 
described  in  the  petition  .  .  .  without  prejudice  to  any  of  the 
proceedings  heretofore  taken  herein,  excepting  as  they  may  be 
affected  by  the  determination  of  that  issue."  Afterwards  they 
served  what  has  been  called  an  answer,  whereby  in  substance  they 
alleged  their  ownership  in  fee  simple  of  the  property  sought  to 
be  acquired,  and  denied  that  it  was  necessary  to  acquire  said 
property  for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  the  petition,  and  for  a 
further  defense  alleged  that  the  members  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  were  not  really  of  the  opinion  that  the  acquisition 
of  said  property  was  necessary  for  the  purposes  stated  in  the  peti- 
tion, but  they  were  falsely  and  fraudulently  representing  and 
pretending  that  it  was  necessary  in  order  to  acquire  said  prop- 
erty not  for  use  for  the  purpose  stated  in  the  petition,  "^ut  to 
place  the  city  of  New  York  in  a  position  to  sell  the  property 
after  the  railroad  had  been  installed." 

For  some  reason  no  prompt  attempt  was  made  by  either  party 
to  bring  to  a  disposition  the  issues  by  said  answer  purported  and 
attempted  to  be  raised,  and  no  move  was  made  on  the  part  of  the 
city  of  Xew  York  or  the  Public  Service  Commission  either  by 
demurrer  or  motion  to  get  rid  of  the  said  answer,  but  it  was 
allowed  to  stand,  and  several  months  after  it  was  served  the 
report  of  the  commissioners  of  appraisal  was  duly  made  fixing 
the  value  of  the  premises  in  question.  Shortly  thereafter  a  mo- 
tion was  made  by  the  appellants  that  a  referee  be  appointed  to 
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try  the  issues  claimed  to  have  been  raised  by  their  answer,  but 
this  motion  was  denied,  and  the  order  further  provided  that  the 
objections  raised  by  the  answer  shotild  be  overruled,  and  shortly 
thereafter  an  order  was  duly  made  confirming  the  report  of  the 
commissioners  of  appraisal*  By  appeals  duly  taken  the  appel* 
lants  urge  that  they  were  entitled  to  have  the  issues  claimed  to 
have  been  raised  by  their  purported  answer  tried,  and  that  the 
courts  below  have  erred  in  refusing  their  application  to  have 
this  done  and  in  effect  striking  out  such  answer. 

[1]  The  rapid  transit  act  provides  for  acquiring  lands  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  a^d  maintaining  a  railroad,  and  which 
is  deemed  to  be  for  a  public  purpose.  It  provides  for  proceed- 
ings to  acquire  such  lands  when  necessary  by  petition  and  appli- 
cation to  the  court,  and  requires  that  notice  of  such  application 
shall  be  given  to  property  owners.  While  it  doe&  not  in  terms 
thus  enact,  it  is  undoubtedly  to  be  implied  therefrom  that  upon 
the  return  of  such  application  a  landowner  may  appear  and  urge 
objections  to  the  right  of  the  Commission  to  take  such  lands  and 
to  the  appointment  of  commissioners  of  appraisal.  Of  course, 
there  would  be  no  sense  in  requiring  notice  of  such  application 
to  a  property  owner,  unless  he  was  to  have  the  right  to  appear 
and  be  heard  in  respect, of  or  in  opposition  to  such  application. 
Ke  New  York,  22  App.  Div.  124,  47  N.  Y.  Supp.  965 ;  Hooker 
V.  Rochester,  57  App.  Div.  530,  68  N.  Y.  Supp.  301.  When, 
therefore,  the  application  in  the  present  proceeding  was  return- 
able, these  appellants  might  have  appeared  and  interposed  any 
propel'  objection  which  affected  the  right  of  the  Oommission 
to  take  their  land  and  to  the  appraisal  thereof,  but  they  made 
default  in  so  doing.  Thereafter,  however,  the  court  for  what 
must  have  seemed  to  it  to  be  sufScient  reasons  opened  this  default 
and  allowed  them  to  serve  an  answer,  and  there  seems  to  have 
been  a  misapprehension  to  appellants'  disadvantage  of  the  effect 
of  this  order,  which,  however,  it  is  unnecessary  to  discuss  in  view 
of  the  opinion  we  entertain  that  the  answer  was  insufficient  to 
raise  any  permissible  issue. 

No  substantial  objection  has  been  made  to  the  mere  course  of 
procedure  pursued  by  the  court  in  overruling  the  objections  con- 
tained in  appellants'  answer,  provided  those  objections  were  in 
law  insufficient  to  present  any  issue  to  be  tried  by  the  court,  and 
we  therefore  pass  to  their  consideration.     The  first  one  was  to 
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the  effect  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  condemning  and  taking 
appellants'  land. 

[2,  3]  The  condemnation  law  applying  generally  to  condemtna- 
tion  proceedings,  as  contained  in  the  Code  of  Civil  Froeeduxey 
provides  that  any  party,  whether  state,  corporation,  or  individual 
(§  3358)  instituting  proceedings  under  that  law,  must  allege 
"the  public  use  for  which  the  property  is  required  and  a  concise 
statement  of  the  facts  showing  the  necessity  of  its  acquisition  for 
such  use."     §  3360,  subdiv.  3. 

Property  owners  may  interpose  answers  controverting  any 
material  allegation  of  the  petition  (§  3365),  and  the  court  must 
pass  upon  the  issues  so  raised.     §  8367. 

This  proceeding,  however,  was  not  commenced  under  that  law, 
but  was  instituted  under  §  4  of  the  rapid  transit  act,  the  pro- 
visions of  which  are  radically  different.  That  section  provides, 
in  substance,  and  so  far  as  here  material,  that  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  upon  its  own  motion  or  upon  the  request  of  the 
local  authorities  may  determine  the  necessity  for  a  rapid  transit 
railroad  in  the  localities  covered  by  the  act,  or  for  additions  to 
such  railroad  already  constructed,  and,  after  it  has  determined 
that  such  construction  is  necessary  for  the  public  interest,  "it 
shall  proceed  to  determine  and  establish  the  route  or  routes 
thereof  and  the  general  plan  of  construction."  Laws  of  1891, 
chap.  4,  §  4,  as  amended.  Section  39  of  the  same  act,  as  added 
by  Laws  1894,  chap.  752,  vests  in  the  Commission  power  to 
acquire  by  condemnation  all  rights,  privileges,  franchises,  and 
easements  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  it  shall  be 
necessary  to  acquire. 

Section  43,  which  recites  what  shall  be  contained  in  the  peti- 
tion for  the  condenmation,  provides  simply  that  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Commission  shall  be  set  forth,  together  with  a  de- 
scription of  the  particular  property  sought  to  be  acquired,  and 
§  45  provides  that  upon  the  return  day  of  the  petition  the  court, 
upon  proof  of  the  publication  of  the  notice  required  and  upon  the 
filing  of  the  petition,  shall  make  an  order  appointing  commission- 
ers of  appraisal. 

These  provisions  control  this  proceeding,  and  it  will  be  seen 
therefrom  that  no  provision  is  made  for  a  hearing  of  the  property 
owners  affected  concerning  the  necessity  for  the  proposed  con- 
demnation.    The  determination  of  that  question  at  least  under 
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« 
satii  circmnstances  as  existed  here  is  vested  exclusively  in  the 

Public  Service  Commission,  and  its  action  in  that  regard  cannot 
be  interfered  with  bj  the  court  in  the  absence  of  some  statute 
oonf  erring  power  upon  the  court  to  review  it. 

In  the  c^e  of  People  ex  reL  Herrick  v.  Smith,  21  N.  Y.v  595, 
598,  which  involved  the  laying  out  of  a  highway  by  commission- 
ers. Judge  Denio  said :  "The  necessity  for  appropriating  private 
property  for  the  use  of  the  public  or  of  the  government  is  not 
a  judicial  question.  The  power  resides  in  the  legislature.  It 
may  be  exercised  by  means  of  a  statute  which  shall  at  once 
designate  the  property  to  be  appropriated  and  the  purpose  of  the 
appropriation;  or  it  may  be  delegated  to  public  officers,  or,  as 
it  has  been  repeatedly  held,  to  private  corporcftions  established 
to  carry  on  enterprises  in  which  the  public  are  interested.  There 
is  no  restraint  upon  the  power,  except  that  requiring  compensa- 
tion to  be  made.  And  where  the  power  is  committed  to  public 
officers,  it  is  a  subject  of  legislative  discretion  to  determine  what 
prudential  regulations  shall  be  established  to  secure  a  discreet 
and  judiciDus  exercise  of  the  authority.'* 

In  Ke  Fowler,  68  N.  Y.  60,  62,  where  the  application  was  for 
the  opening  of  a  street.  Judge  Folger  said: 

**The  neoessity  for  an  appropriation  of  lands  by  the  legislature 
in  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  eminent  domain  may  not  be  ques- 
tioned by  the  courts.  And  as  the  legislature  may  delegate,  the 
exercise  of  this  power  to  municipalities,  to  boards  of  officers,  and 
to  public  agents,  the  necessity  for  an  appropriation  by  them  may 
not  be  inquired  into  by  the  courts.  If  the  use  to  which  the  lands 
are  to  be  put  is  public,  the  legislature,  or  the  instrumentality 
which  it  employs,  is  the  sole  judge  of  the  necessity,  unless  there 
is  provision  otherwise  in  the  enactment.  It  is  said  that  this 
supreme  power  is  qualified  only  by  three  particulars:  The  use 
must  be  public;  compensation  must  be  made;  and  the  amount 
thereof  must  be  ascertained  by  a  jury,  or  by  not  less  than  three 
commissioners,  to  be  appointed  by  a  court  of  record.  .  •  .  So 
that  the  court  at  special  term,  there  being  no  authority  thereto 
given  by  the  statute,  could  not  inquire  into  nor  pass  upon  the 
question  of  whether  there  was  a  necessity  for  the  opening  of  this 
street,  further  than  it  may  be  incidentally  involved  in  the  deter- 
mination of  the  question  of  whether  it  was  to  be  taken  for  a 
public  use.'' 

In  Ke  Deansville  Cemetery  Asso.  66  N.  T.  569,  ^f^^ J^  ^gjQQ|^ 
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Kep.  86,  Judge  Eapallo^  in  discussing  the  cases  and  deciding  ihat 
the  question  whethei^  the  use  is  a  public  one  or  not  is  a  judicial 
question  which  the  courts  can  in  all  cases  decide,  added :  ^^Theae 
cases  decide  that  where  the  uses  are  in  fact  public,  the  necessity 
or  expediency  of  taking  private  property  for  such  uses,  by  the 
exercise  or  the  delegation  of  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  the 
instrumentalities  to  be  used,  and  the  extent  to  which  such  right 
shall  be  exercised  or  delegated,  are  questions  to  be  determined 
by  the  legislature,  and  not  by  the  courts," 

In  People  v.  Adirondack  R.  Co.  160  N.  Y.  225,  237,  54  K  E. 
689,  692,  Judge  Vann,  in  discussing  the  constitutional  right  to 
exercise  the  power  of  eminent  domain,  said :  "It  prescribes  no 
method  of  actioti,  when  the  state  acts  for  itself,  but  marks  out 
certain  boimdaries  which  may  not  be  crossed,  even  by  the  state. 
Within  those  boundaries,  the  state,  acting  through  that  depart- 
ment which  exerts  the  legislative  power,  may  proceed  at  will, 
and  the  extent,  method,  and  necessity  of  exercising  the  power 
to  take  private  property  for  public  use  may  not  be  interfered 
with  by  either  of  the  other  departments  of  government.  Garri- 
son V.  New  York,  21  WalL  196,  22  L.  ed.  612.  ...  It  is 
a  compulsory  purchase  by  public  authority,  and  the  individual 
receives  money  in  the  place  of  the  property  taken..  He  has  a 
right  to  his  day  in  court  on  the  question  of  compensation,  but 
he  has  no  right  to  a  day  in  court  on  the  question  of  appropria- 
tion by  the  state,  unless  some  statute  requires  it." 

In  Re  Buffalo,  189  N.  Y.  163,  81  N.  E.  954,  this  court  held 
that  as  the  city  charter  did  not  require  any  proofs  as  to  neces- 
sity, the  l^slature  had  delegated  that  question  to  the  municipal 
authorities,  and  the  opinion  pointed  out  the  distinction  in  this 
respect  between  the  act  there  in  question  and  the  condemnation 
law. 

[4]  In  like  manner  the  allegation  of  the  answer  to  the  effect 
that  the  action  and  resolution  of  the  Commission  were  not  taken 
or  passed  in  good  faith,  but  that  said  Commission  were  seeking 
to  acquire  the  premises  for  some  ulterior  purpose  different  than 
that  disclosed  in  the  resolution  and  petition,  failed  to  set  forth 
any  triable  objection  to  the  appointment  of  commissioners  and 
the  condemnation  of  the  land. 

In  Waterloo  Woolen  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Shanahan,  128  N.  Y.  345, 
14  L.R.A.  481,  28  N.  E.  358,  the  action  was  to  restrain,  the 
superintendent  of  public  woffks  and  contractors  from  clearing 
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out  the  channel  of  Seneca  river  under  an  act  of  the  legislature. 
It  was  held  that  the  courts  could  not  pasa  upon  the  motives  ox 
propriety  of  the  legislation. 

In  McCabe  v.  New  York,  213  K  T.  468,  107  N.  E.  1049,  it 
was  held  that  the  courts  could  not  inquire  into  the  motives 
actuating  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  in  ordering  a 
change  of  the  map  of  streets  by  the  discontinuance  of  certain 
streets.  The  same  principles  as  have  been  held  applicable  to  acts 
of  the  legislature  were  held  to  apply  to  municipal  authorities; 
and  it  was  held  that  the  courts  must  assume  that  the  officers  acted 
in  good  faith,  and  their  action,  whether  wise  or  otherwise,  could 
not  be  interfered  with.  The  courts  cannot  say  that  the  professed 
motives  of  their  action  were  not  the  real  ones. 

In  2  Lewis  on  Eminent  Domain,  3d  ed.  §  606,  it  is  said: 
'T^ether  it  may  be  shown  by  way  of  defense  that  the  proceed- 
ings are  not  instituted  in  good  faith  for  the  purpose  alleged  in 
the  petition,  but  for  some  ulterior  purpose,  for  which  the  peti- 
tioner could  not  condemn,  admits  of  some  doubt.  If  the  petition 
or  instrument  of  appropriation  shows  that  the  property  is  wanted 
for  a  purpose  which  is  a  public  use  within  the  Constitution  and 
for  a  purpose  within  the  statute  conferring  authority,  it  would 
seem  the  better  rule  that  any  inquiry  into  the  secret  purposes  or 
intentions  of  the  appropriator  should  be  precluded." 

Therefore  I  think  that  the  order  appealed  from  should  be 
affirmed,  with  costs, 

WiUard  Bartlett,  Ch.  J.: 

I  dissent.  I  think  that  the  answer  alleged  in  substance  that 
the  property  was  sought  to  be  condemned  in  bad  faith  for  a 
use  which  was  not  a  public  use,  and  that  the  appellant  was  en- 
titled to  have  this  issue  tried.  Though  proper  in  form,  the 
action  of  a  body  exercising  the  delegated  power  of  eminent  do- 
main or  even  taxation  may  be  so  arbitrary  as  to  authorize  the 
interference  of  the  judiciary.  See  Myles  Salt  Co.  v,  Iberia  & 
SL  M.  Drainage  Dist.  239  TJ.  S.  478,  60  L.  ed.  — ,  36  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  204,  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
on  January  10,  1916. 

Chase,  Collin,  Cardozo,  Seabury,  and  Pound,  JJ.,  concur  with 
Hiscock,  J.     Willard  Bartlett,  Ch.  J.^  dissents  in  memorandum. 

Order  affirmed.  ^       _^  C^r^r^n]^ 
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NBW  TORK  PVBIilC  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  SECOND  DISTRICT. 

INHABITANTS  OF  HUNTINGTON  VILLAGE 

V. 

LONG  ISLAND  EAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[Case  Xo.  5407.] 

Service -^  Street  railttay  ~r  Discontinuance  of  freight  service  ^  Effect 
of  stoch  ownership  by  steam,  railroad. 

1.  That  a  majority  of  the  stock  of  a  paasenger  street  railway  is 
owned  by  a  steam  railroad  is  of  no  consequence  in  passing  upon  the 
right  of  the  passenger  railway  to  discontinue  the  practice  of  carrying 
freight  at  a  loss. 

Service -^  Street  railways -^  Discontinuance  of  freight  service  ^  OpeT" 
atian  at  a  loss. 

2.  A  passenger  street  railway  was  permitted  to  discontinue  the 
practice  of  carrying  freight  at  a  loss  where  the  freight  equipment  was 
worn  out  and  would  have  to  be  replaced  if  service  were  to  continue. 

[March  21,  1916.1 

Complaint  against  the  discontinuance  of  freight  service  by 
passenger  street  railway  in  Huntington  village;  dismissed. 

[1,  2]  Emmet,  Commissioner :  Huntington  village  is  situated 
some  2  miles  to  the  north  of  Huntington  station,  which  is  on  the 
Wading  river  branch  of  the  Long  Island  Eailroad.  The  Hunt- 
ington Railroad  Company  runs  from  Huntington  station,  through 
the  village,  to  a  point  on  Long  Island  Sound,  within  the  limits 
of  the  town  of  Huntington.  Originally,  it  was  a  small  horse-car 
line,  built  to  carry  passengers,  not  freight.  Later  the  Long  Is- 
land Railroad  acquired  control  of  the  property  and  electrified  it. 
Since  then  the  line  has  been  operated  as  an  ordinary  passenger- 
carrying  street  railway,  although  for  some  years  past  the  rail- 
road has  been  carrying  freight  and  packages,  in  less  than  car- 
load lots,  from  the  station  to  the  village,  at  a  charge  of  2  cents 
per  hundred  pounds.  In  handling  this  business  the  old  car  barn 
in  the  village  was  used  as  a  freight  station,  for  the  convenience 
of  the  local  merchants.  Since  1912  the  trolley  company's  receipts 
from  its  freight  business  have  been  steadily  dwindling.  In  Sep- 
tember, 1915,  the  total  freight  receipts,  according  to  company 

figures,  amounted  to  but  $37.77. 
P.UJJ.1916C. 
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The  old  car  bam  was  destroyed  by  fire  last  year,  and  the  Long 
Island  Bailroad  was  compelled  to  construct  a  new  freight  house 
immediately.  Conditions  had  changed  in  and  about  Huntington 
since  the  inauguration  of  freight  service  by  the  trolley,  and  after 
the  destruction  of  the  old  freight  building  it  seemed  wise  to  the 
managers  of  the  company  to  establish  their  permanent  freight 
house  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  Huntington  passenger  station, 
where  five  years  ago  there  had  been  but  few  houses,  but  where  a 
considerable  derelopment  has  since  taken  place.  The  continu- 
ance of  service  in  the  village  meant  an  outlay  of  at  least  six  or 
seven  thousand  dollars  for  new  rolling  stock,  besides  a  further 
investment  in  the  electrification  of  a  «hort  strip  of  new  trackage 
which  would  have  to  be  laid.  Several  of  the  local  merchants 
whose  business  had  been  relied  upon  when  the  service  was  first 
established  had  become  interested  in  a  steamboat  line  running 
hetween  New  York  and  Huntington,  in  competition  with  the  rail- 
road,— a  venture  which  they  have  very  recently  announced,  how- 
ever, that  they  are  about  to  discontinue.  The  Huntington  Rail- 
road has  been  steadily  losing  money.  Taking  all  these  matters 
into  account  the  Long  Island  Bailroad  in  October,  1915,  decided 
de£nitely  to  discontinue  freight  deliveries  by  trolley  to  Hunting- 
ton. Before  actually  taking  the  step  a  canvass  was  made  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  what  the  local  feeling  would  be  if  this 
were  done,  and  we  are  informed  that  no  serious  objection  was 
then  raised  to  the  plan  which  the  company  had  in  mind. 

jSTevertheless  the  present  complaint  (in  which  several  of  the 
local  merchants  interested  in  the  steamboat  line  hereinbefore 
mentioned  have  joined)  asks  that  an  order  be  entered  directing 
the  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  to  forthwith  re-establish  its 
freight  service  to  Huntington  village  by  trolley,  at  the  old  rates. 
We  doubt  the  propriety  of  our  making  such  an  order.  Notwith- 
standing the  Long  Island  Railroad's  ownership  of  a  majority  of 
the  capital  stock  of  the  Huntington  Railroad  Company,  it  ap- 
pears to  us  that  we  are  dealing  here,  not  primarily  with  a  steam 
railroad  which  has  well-recognized  obligations  to  the  public  in 
respect  to  freight  transportation,  but  with  a  street  railroad  organ- 
ized primarily  as  a  passenger  carrier,  whose  duties  in  respect  to 
freight  transportation  are  at  least  of  a  secondary  and  subordi- 
nate character.   The  chance  circumstance  that  at  a  particular  mo- 
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ment  a  trolley  road  happens  to  be  owned  by  a  steam  railroad — a 
fact  which  may  be  changed  at  any  time  by  a  sale  of  the  railroad^s 
stock  to  someone  else — ^has  never,  so  far  as  we  know,  been  re- 
garded by  regulatory  bodies  as  altering  materially  the  legal 
status  of  a  trolley  company  thus  owned,  or  as  affecting  any  par- 
ticular change  in  the  obligations  under  which  trolley  lines,  by 
whomsoever  owned,  stand  toward  the  public.  Such  a  trolley 
company  as  we  are  dealing  with  here,  even  though  owned  by  a 
steam  railroad,  remains  a  trolley  company  still.  It  does  not, 
through  the  shifting  ownership  of  its  stock,  lose  its  identity  and 
character  as  a  street  railroad  and  become,  from  the  legal  and 
regulatory  point  of  view,  %mere  spur  or  extension  of  the  steam 
railroad  which  happens  temporarily  to  control  it.  It  is  true  that 
for  some  years  the  Long  Island  Eailroad  has  made  a  serious  effort 
to  develop  a  small  local  freight  business  in  connection  with  its 
Huntington  trolley  road,  but  the  conditions  under  which  the 
experiment  was  tried  have  changed  greatly,  and  the  venture  was 
never  a  profitable  one.  The  establishment  of  rival  motor-bus 
routes  over  the  newly  constructed  state  highway  from  the  station 
to  the  village  has  relieved  the  trolley  company  of  some  of  the 
responsibilities  it  was  under  when  it  supplied  the  only  transpor- 
tation facilities  there  were  between  these  points.  The  establish- 
ment of  the  boat  line  to  New  York  city  had  its  effect,  too,  upon 
the  volume  of  business  upon  which  the  trolley  could  depend. 
The  freight  equipment  of  the  trolley  line  has  at  length  become 
worn  out  and  worthless,  and  would  all  have  to  be  replaced  if  the 
service  were  to  continue.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  it  does 
not  seem  unreasonable  that  the  owners  of  the  Huntington  Eail- 
road should  have  given  careful  consideration  to  these  matters 
when  they  were  deciding  whether  a  trolley  freight  service  be- 
tween the  railroad  station  and  Huntington  village  should  be 
maintained. 

It  is,  of  course,  a  matter  of  regret  that  the  experiment  of  carry- 
ing freight  into  Huntington  village  by  trolley  should  have  re- 
sulted as  it  has.  That  it  may  subsequently  be  found  practicable 
to  resume  some  sort  of  freight  service  in  Huntington  village  is  a 
hope  which  the  Commission  shares  with  the  residents  of  that 
community.     But  there  is  a  vast  difference  between  expressing 

such  a  hope  and  actually  ordering  a  trolley  line  which  is  now  loe- 
P.U.R.1918C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


HUNTUS^GTON  v.  LONG  ISUkND  R.  CO.  657 

ing  money  in  ita  regular  passenger  business  to  continue  to  engage 
in  an  enterprise  with  which  it  has  no  natural  kinship,  and  which 
experience  has  demonstrated  to  be  unprofitable.  Thus  to  dispose 
of  this  case  would,  it  seems  to  us,  be  to  push  the  principle  of  state 
r^ulation  of  street  railroad  companies  far  beyond  what  we  un- 
derstand was  intended  at  the  time  our  present  Public  Service  law 
was  passed. 

Unquestionably,  both  the  Huntington  trolley  line  and  the  Long 
Island  Kailroad  must,  from  time  to  time,  perform  certain  serv- 
ices for  the  public  at  financial  loss  to  themselves.  We  think 
'there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  upon  that  point.  But  the  carry- 
ing of  freight  at  a  loss  does  not  seem  to  us  to  be  the  kind  of  an 
obligation  which  should  be  enforced  by  orders  of  this  Commis- 
sion against  a  trolley  road  like  the  one  in  Huntington,  in  the  face 
of  proof  that  the  road  is  weak  financially,  and  that  the  business 
which  it  is  sought  to  compel  it  to  continue  is  very  unprofitable  to 
it.  In  this  connection  it  is  to  be  observed  that  when  the  owners 
of  the  steamboat  line  between  Huntington  and  New  York  found 
their  venture  unprofitable  they  had.  no  hesitation  whatever  in 
discontinuing  it,  without  any  particular  regard,  so  far  as  we 
have  been  able  to  learn,  to  the  effect  which  such  discontinuance 
might  have  upon  people  who  had  been  using  these  boats  more 
or  less  habitually  during  the  summer  months  in  going  between 
New  York  city  and  their  Long  Island  homes.  This  Commission, 
of  course,  has  no  control  over  the  way  the  steamboat  line  shall 
be  managed,  and  it  does  not  now  suggest  that  it  should  have.  It 
is  worthy  of  note,  however,  that  the  fundamental  reason  for 
abandoning  service  was  the  same  in  both  cases.  The  natural  ar- 
guments against  such  abandonment  were  the  same  also.  In  both 
cases  a  certain  number  of  people  were  more  or  less  seriously  in- 
convenienced by  the  discontinuance  of  transportation.  In  both 
cases  the  companies  were  losing  money.  Several  of  the  same  peo- 
ple who  showed  little  hesitation  about  discontinuing  their  boat 
line  from  New  York  to  Huntington  when  it  was  found  to  be 
unprofitable  are  before  us  here  as  complainants  against  the  dis- 
continuance of  the  trolley  service.  Is  it  unreasonable  that  this 
Commission  should  take  that  circumstance  somewhat  into  account 
in  determining  whether  the  relief  asked  by  the  complainants  in 
the  present  proceeding  should  be  granted?  By  their  action  in 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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i*egard  to  the  steamboat  line  they  have  furnished  us  with  au- 
thentic and  reliable  information  as  to  what  they  themselves  think 
are  reasonable  grounds  for  a  transportation  company  to  act  upon 
in  discontinuing  service  upon  which  a  portion  of  the  public  has 
grown  to  rely.  The  only  difference  between  the  two  cases  is  that 
the  boat  line  was  a  so-called  "independent"  venture,  whereas  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  happens  at  present  to  own  a  controlling 
interest  in  the  stock  of  the  trolley  company.  For  the  reasons 
already  given,  we  do  not  think  that  this  last-mentioned  fact  ma- 
terially affects  the  question  as  to  what  the  Huntington  Railroad— ^ 
a  local,  passenger-carrj'ing  street  railway — can  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected to  do  in  the  matter  of  carrying  freight  at  a  loss.  We  feel 
that  it  would  be  an  improper  exercise  of  power  upon  the  part  of 
the  Commission  to  grant  the  relief  which  complainants  have  asked 
for  in  this  case. 


PENNSYIiVANIA  PUBIilO  SBRVICB  COMMISSION. 

RE  PITTSBURGH,  HARMONY,  BUTLER,  &  NEW  CASTLE 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  et  al. 

[Facility  Crossing  Docket  No.  7,  1918.] 

Wires  and  oablea  ^Commisaions--' Electricity  ^Cfharter   litnitatians 

^Use, 

The  Pennsylvania  Commission  is  not  precluded  from  anthorizing 
a  water-power  company  which  is  generating  a  portion  of  its  power  from 
steam  and  purchasing  current  from  others,  contrar^r  to  its  charter 
limitations,  to  construct  an  electric  transmission  line  over  a  railway, 
merely  because  the  crossing  may  be  used  in  further  violation  of  its 
charter,  where  it  is  not  shown  that  the  crossing  is  sought  for  other 
than  legitimate  water-power  business  or  that  it  will  be  used  unlaw- 
fully. 

[February  7,  1918.] 

Petition  of  the  Pennsylvania  Power  Company  for  permission 
to  construct  an  electric  transmission  line  over  the  tracks  of  the 
Pittsburgh^  Harmony,  Butler,  &  New  Castle  Railway  Company 
in  the  Borough  of  Elwood  City ;  granted  upon  condition  that  the 
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crossing  will  be  used  in  and  about  such  business  of  the  applicant 
as  is  consistent  with  its  franchise  and  authorized  by  law. 

Appearances:  Frederick  W.  Fleitz  and  Ralph  J.  Baker  for 
applicant;  Walter  Lyon  and  J,  Norman  Martin  for  protestant 

By  the  Commission:  The  proposed  crossing  in  this  case  is 
not  objected  to  by  the  Pittsburgh,  Harmony,  Butler,  &  New  Cas- 
tle Railway  Company  on  the  score  of  public  safety,  nor  by  reason 
of  any  inconvenience  to  the  public  being  occasioned  by  the  nature 
and  character  of  the  crossing  in  the  way  and  manner  in  which  it 
is  proposed  to  construct  it.  Said  railway  company  protests 
against  the  approval  of  the  crossing  upon  the  ground  that  the 
Pennsylvania  Power  Company,  being  a  water-power  company  in- 
corporated under  the  act  of  1874,  has  no  right  under  the  law  of 
the  commonwealth  to  furnish  electricity  for  light,  heat,  and 
power,  except  sruch  as  is  generated  ty  means  of  water  power, 
and  that,  notwithstanding  this  fact,  said  company  is  now  furnish- 
ing a  considerable  portion  of  its  electric  current  either  generated 
at  its  steam-power  plant  or  purchased  by  it  from  a  plant  operated 
by  another  company  at  Lowellville,  Ohio ;  and  this,  the  protestant 
contends,  is  such  a  violation  of  law  on  the  part  of  the  applicant 
company  as  to  preclude  the  propriety  of  the  Commission's  approv- 
al of  the  construction  of  the  proposed  crossing  which  may  be  used 
by  the  applicant  in  further  violation  of  its  charter.  Some  testi- 
mony tending  to  show  the  illegality  of  the  applicant  water-power 
company's  operations  as  alleged  was  introduced  by  the  protestant 
at  the  hearing,  but  it  does  not  appear  that  the  approval  of  the 
proposed  crossing  in  this  case  is  sought  as  a  means  of  carrying  on 
business  other  than  its  legitimate  water-power  business,  or  that  if 
approved,  the  crossing  will  be  used  by  said  company  unlawfully. 

In  these  circumstances  we  do  not  think  that  the  approval  of 
the  construction  of  the  crossing,  the  nature  and  character  of  which 
as  such  is  not  objected  to,  should  be  withheld.  The  approval  will, 
therefore,  be  granted,  subject,  however,  as  of  course,  to  the  con- 
dition that  the  crossing  will  be  used  in  and  about  such  business  of 
the  applicant  company  as  is  consistent  with  its  franchises  and 
authorized  by  law.    An  order  will  be  entered  accordingly. 
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Note^^-Wires  and  cables. 

In  general. 

The  Commissions  have  passed  upon  questions  dealing  with  wires 
and  cables  in  the  following  cases : 

In  Ee  Connecticut  Co.  Docket  No.  1676,  Nov.  1,  1915,  the  Con- 
necticut Commission  approved  the  construction  and  method  of  con- 
struction of  an  electric  transmission  line  in  the  towns  of  Norwich, 
Montville,  and  Waterford. 

In  Ee  Brownell  &  Co.  Docket  No.  1839,  March  6,  1916,  the  Con- 
necticut Commission  approved  the  proposed  method  of  construction 
of  an  electric  transmission  line  in  the  town  of  East  Haddam. 

In  Ee  Central  Illinois  Light  Co.  No.  4268,  Jan.  6,  1916,  the  Illi- 
nois Commission  denied  an  application  for  permission  to  remove 
four  transformers  which  were  installed  temporarily  in  high-voltage 
transmission  lines  for  the  purpose  of  mitigating  inductive  disturb- 
ances developed  in  many  telephone  circuits  in  proximity  to  such  lines, 
and  which  interfered  with  the  operation  of  the  transmission  lines, 
until  such  time  as  the  inductive  disturbances  in  adjacent  telephone 
circuits  was  remedied  by  other  more  satisfactory  means.  The  com- 
pany was  ordered  to  take  adequate  and  proper  steps  to  remove  such 
disturbances  at  its  own  expense,  and  prevent  their  recurrence  by  other 
means  than  existing  transformers,  where,  although  a  remedy  might 
be  extremely  expensive,  it  was  feasible  and  the  telephone  circuit  had 
priority. 

On  Feb.  3,  1916,  the  foregoing  order  was  amended  by  striking  out 
the  paragraph  in  reference  to  the  method  to  be  employed,  it  appear- 
ing that  the  use  of  automatic  regulators  upon  the  existing  transform- 
ers will  produce  satisfactory  results. 

In  Morenci  v.  Toledo  &  W.  E.  Co.  D-9r9,  Jan.  4,  1916,  the  Michi- 
gan Commission  ordered  the  erection  of  a  new  pole  line  to  be 
equipped  with  new  cross-arms  and  insulators  to  carry  a  high-power 
transmission  line  in  the  village  of  Morenci ;  new  wires  to  be  supplied 
therefor  and  line  erected  above  all  telephone  wires>  where  the  exist- 
ing wires  were  a  constant  menace  to  public  safety. 

In  Ee  Connecticut  Eiver  Transmission  Co.  Nov.  10,  1915,  the 
Massachusetts  Board  of  Gas  &  Electric  Light  Commissioners,  pur- 
suant to  §  132  of  chapter  742  of  the  Acts  of  1914,  approved  regula- 
tions and  restrictions  for  the  construction  of  an  electric  transmission 
line  imposed  by  the  town  of  Townsend  in  its  grant  of  location  for 
such  construction. 

In  Ee  Erickson,  Application  No.  2682,  March  25,  1916,  the  Ne- 
braska Commission  approved  the  construction  of  an  electric  trans- 
mission line  across  the  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Bailroad 
tracks  at  Punk,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  houfee  roll  No. 
217,  passed  by  the  legislature  of  1915. 
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In  Ludlum  ▼.  Nassau  light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  4630,  Aug.  12, 
1915,  the  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  held  that  it  had 
no  authority  to  compel  a  lighting  company  to  abaodon  the  right 
which  it  claimed  under  its  franchise  to  erect  poles  or  to  compel  it  to 
string  its  wires  on  the  poles  of  another  company,  and  dismissed  an 
application  for  an  order  directing  the  company  to  string  its  wires 
upon  the  poles  of  another  company  in  order  to  carry  out  a  contract 
to  provide  electricity  for  street  lighting  to  the  community. 

In  Fairfax  v.  Vermont  Power  &  Mfg.  Co.  No.  360,  Dec.  18,  1915, 
the  Vermont  Commission  ordered  the  removal  of  a  primary  high- 
power  transmission  line,  within  a  reasonable  time  where  its  proximity 
to  telephone  and  electric  lines  produced  an  unsafe,  dangerous,  and 
hazardous  condition,  and  the  location  of  a  high-voltage  system,  as 
constructed,  was  unsafe,  dangerous,  and  hazardous  to  the  public. 

Authorizations  of  railroad  way  and  telephone  crossings. 

The  Illinois  Commission  authorized  the  construction  of  wires  and 
cables  across  railroad  rights  of  way  and  telephone  lines  in  the  follow- 
ing cases : 

Be  Nashville  Electric  Light  Co.  No.  4295,  Nov.  3,  1915,  trans- 
mission line  across  Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad. 

Be  Des  Plaines  Teleph.  Co.  No.  E-311,  Nov.  3, 1915,  telephone  line 
across  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul,  &  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway. 

Re  Crescent  Telephone  Co.  No.  E-315,  Nov.  3,  1915,  telephone 
conduit  underneath  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Railroad. 

Be  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  No.  4292,  Nov.  3,  1915,  trans- 
mission line  across  Illinois  Central  Bailroad. 

Be  Stronghurst  Teleph.  Co.  No.  E-305,  Nov.  3,  1915,  telephone 
lines  across  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  railroad. 

Be  Wright  Bros.  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  4332,  Nov.  18,  1915, 
distribution  wires  across  Toledo,  St.  Louis,  &  Western  Bailroad  and 
Illinois  Central  Railway. 

Be  Mississippi  Power  Co.  No.  4293,  Dec.  2,  1915,  transmission  line 
over  telephone  lines  of  the  McCall  Telephone  Co.  between  Hamilton 
and  Carthage. 

Be  Mississippi  Biver  Power  Co.  No.  4294,  Dec.  2,  1915,  transmis- 
sion line  over  various  telephone  lines  between  Hamilton  and  Car- 
thage. 

Be  Mississippi  Biver  Power  Co.  No.  4290,  Dec.  2,  1915,  electric 
transmission  line  across  the  Toledo,  Peoria,  &  Western  Bailroad. 

Be  Elizabeth  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  4339,  Dec.  2,  1915,  transmission 
line  over  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago  Great  Western  Bailroad  between 
Hanover  and  Elizabeth. 

Re  Nashville  Electric  Light  Co.  No.  4383,  Dec.  ^,  1915,  trans- 
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mission  line  over  the  tracks  of  the  Illinois  Southern  Bailway  at  Nash- 
ville. 

Be  New  Holland  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  4408,  Dec.  16,  1915,  electric 
transmission  line  over  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Bailway  near 
Luther. 

Be  New  Holland  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  4387,  Dec.  16, 1916,  electric 
transmission  line  over  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Bailroad  near  New  Hol- 
land. 

Be  Wright  Bros.  Light  &  P.  Co.  Supplemental  Order  No.  4332, 
Dec.  16,  1915,  secondary  transmission  wires  across  the  Illinois  Cen- 
tral Bailroad  at  Bamsey.  * 

Be  Washburn  Heat,  light  &  P.  Co.  No.  4013,  Jan.  13,  1916,  elec- 
tric transmission  line  over  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Bailroad  near  Wash- 
burn. 

Be  Washburn  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  4011,  Jan.  13,  1916, 
electric  distribution  line  over  the  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Sante  Fe 
^  Bailroad  at  Wilbem. 

Be  Central  Illinois  Light  Co.  No.  4603,  Jan.  13,  1916,  electric 
transmission  line  across  the  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Bailroad 
in  Farmington. 

Be  Curtis  Mill.  Co.  C-938,  Jan.  19,  1916,  a  distribution  line  over 
the  Mobile  &  Ohio  Bailroad  at  Alto  Pass. 

Be  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  No.  3876,  Jan.  19,  1916,  electric 
transmission  line  across  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern  Bail- 
road in  Bochester. 

Be  Central  Illinois  Light  Co.  No.  3795,  Jan.  19,  1916,  electric 
transmission  line  across  the  St.  Louis  Bailroad  near  Farmington. 

Be  New  Holland  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  4501,  Jan.  19,  1916,  an 
electric  transmission  line  over  the  Illinois  Central  Bailroad  at  New 
Holland. 

Be  Central  Illinois  Light  Co.  Case  No.  4529,  Jan.  27,  1916, 
distribution  circuits  over  the  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Bail- 
road in  Maquon. 

Be  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  C-932,  Feb.  3,  1916, 
electric  transmission  line  across  Yandalia  Bailroad  at  three  places 
near  CoUinsville. 

Be  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  C-953,  Feb.  15,  1916, 
electric  transmission  line  over  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Southwestern 
Bailroad  at  Carbon. 

Be  Madison  County  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  4404,  ^'eb.  17, 
1916,  transmission  line  over  the  right  of  way  of  the  Cleveland,  Cin- 
cinnati, Chicago,  &  St.  Louis  Bailway,  in  East  Alton. 

Be  Madison  County  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  4403,  Feb.  17,  1916, 
electric  transmission  line  over  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Bail- 
road at  East  Alton. 

Be  Crescent  Teleph.  Co.  Case  No.  E-388,  Feb.  17,  1916,  telephone 
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lines  under  the  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Bailroad  at  yarious 
points  in  Bock  Island  and  Whiteside  counties,  in  place  of  the  over- 
head crossings  now  constructed. 

Kankakee  &  U.  Traction  Co.  v.  Illinois  0.  K.  Co.  No.  4608,  Feb. 
24,  1916,  electric  transmission  line  orer  the  Illinois  Central  Bail- 
road  at  Faxton. 

Be  Byron  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  4596,  March  23, 1916, 
an  electric  transmission  line  over  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  &  St.  Paul 
Bailroad  and  Chicago  Great  Western  Bailroad  in  Byron, 

Construction,  maintenance,  and  crossing  contracts. 

The  Illinois  Commission  approved  contracts  for  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  wires  and  cables  along  and  across  railroad  rights 
of  way,  bridges,  and  other  property  in  the  following  cases : 

Be'^Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.  Co.  No.  E-314,  Nov.  3,  1915,  agreement 
with  WoodhuU  Mutual  Telephone  Company  for  telephone-wire  cross- 
ing- 

Be  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.  Co.  No.  E-320,  Nov.  3,  1915,  agreement 
with  Chicago  Telephone  Company  for  telephone-conduit  crossing. 

Be  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  B.  Co.  E-332,  Dec.  2,  1915,  agreement 
with  the  state  board  of  administration  for  an  electric  transmission 
line  across  railroad. 

Be  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  B.  Co.  E-328,  Dec.  2,  1915,  agree- 
ment with  the  LeBoy  Electric  Light,  Power,  &  Heating  Company  for 
a  power  line  along  railroad  right  of  way. 

Be  Lake  Erie  &  W.  B.  Co.  E-352,  Dec.  16,  1915,  agreement  with 
the  Bankin  Electric  Company  for  an  electric  transmission  line  along 
railroad  right  of  way  at  Bankin. 

Be  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  B.  Co.  E-344,  Dec.  16,  1915,  agreement 
with  the  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company  for  an  electric 
transmission  line  upon  and  along  the  railroad  right  of  way  between 
Charleston  and  Embarass. 

Be  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.  Co.  No.  E-370,  Jan.  19,  1916,  agreement 
with  the  Stark  County  Power  Company  regarding  wires  crossing  over 
the  right  of  way  between  Wyoming  and  Castleton. 

Be  Lake  Erie  &  W.  B.  Co.  No.  E-368,  Jan.  19, 1916,  agreement  for 
transmissioil  line  on  railroad  right  of  way  between  Saybrook  and 
Arrowsmith. 

Be  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  B.  Co.  E-374,  Jan.  20,  1916,  agree- 
ment with  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company  for  electric  trans- 
mission lines  along  and  across  railroad  right  of  way  at  Tower  Hill. 

Be  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.  Co.  No.  E-392,  Feb.  17,  1916,  agreement 
with  Plymouth  Mutual  Telephone  Company  for  telephone  wires  un- 
der right  of  way  at  Colmar. 

Be  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.'Co.  No.  E-390,  Feb.  17,  1916,  agreement 
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with  the  Interstate  Independent  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company 
for  telephone  wires  under  tracks  at  Naperville. 

Ee  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  E.  Co.  Case  No.  E-389,  Feb.  17,  1916,  agree- 
ment with  the  Galesburg  Sailway,  Lighting,  k  Power  Company  for 
poles  and  wires  on  right  of  way  at  Galesburg. 

Ee  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  E.  Co.  E-376,  Feb.  2,  1916,  agreement 
with  Chicago  Telephone  Company  for  a  3-inch  conduit  in  Chicago 
across  right  of  way, 

Ee  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  E.  Co.  E-382,  Feb.  2,  1916,  agreement 
with  Chicago  Telephone  Company  for  telephone  poles  across  spur 
track  at  Long  Lake. 

Ee  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  E.  Co.  No.  E-411,  March  10, 1916,  agree- 
ment with  La  Salle  County  Carbon  Coal  Company  for  telephone 
wires  on  poles  owned  by  the  railroad  between  Oglesby  and  Cedar 
Point. 

Ee  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  E.  Co.  No.  E-412,  March  10,  1916,  agreement 
with  Polo  Mutual  Telephone  Company  for  telephone  conduit  across 
railroads  near  Maryland. 

Ee  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  E.  Co.  No.  E-414,  March  10,  1916, 
agreement  with  Commonwealth  Edision  Company  for  wires  over 
railroads  in  Chicago. 

Ee  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  E.  Co.  No.  E-410,  March  10,  1916,  agree- 
ment with  Berry  Coal  Company  for  telephone  wires  on  the  poles  of 
the  railroad  between  Oglesby  and  Granville. 

Ee  Illinois  Central  Electric  Co.  No.  E-409,  March  10, 1916,  agree- 
ment with  Illinois  Central  Eailroad  Company  for  electric  light  wires 
across  railroad  lands  and  tracks  at  Creana. 

Ee  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  E.  Co.  No.  E-408,  March  10,  1916,  agreement 
with  Illinois  Telephone  Company  for  a  telephone  conduit  across  the 
railroad  near  Sheridan. 

Ee  Mobile  &  Ohio  E.  Co.  E-393,  March  10,  1916,  agreement  with 
A.  J.  Wright  for  a  telephone  line  under  railroad  near  Ava. 

Ee  Central  Illinois  Electric  Co.  E-395,  March  10,  1916,  agree- 
ment with  Illinois  Central  Eailroad  Company  for  electric  light  and 
telephone  wires  over  tracks  at  Argenta. 

Ee  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  E.  Co.  No.  E-415,  March  10,  1916,  agree- 
ment with  W.  Hampson  and  F.  Harkins  for  telephone  conduits 
across  railroads  at  Ticona. 

Ee  Central  Illinois  Electric  Co.  E-398,  March.  10,  1916,  order 
approving  agreement  with  W.  E.  Surface  for  a  telephone  line,  along 
his  land. 

Ee  Keokuk  Electric  Co.  E-394,  March  10,  1916,  agreement  with 
Hamilton  Bridge  Company  for  the  installation  of  fixtures,  poles, 
wires,  and  attachments  upon  a  bridge  at  Hamilton. 

Ee  Tri  County  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No,  4746,  March  16,  1916, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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agreement  for  an  electric  tranamisaion  line  across  the  Chicago^ 
Burlington,  &  Quincy  Railroad  Company  at  Aledo. 

Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  E-420,  March  16,  1916,  agree- 
ment with  the  Public  Service  Company  of  Northern  Ulinbid  for 
guy  wires  and  anchors  on  right  of  way  in  Aroma. 

Re  Saline  Vallef  R.  Co.  E-421,  March  22,  1916,  agreement  with 
the  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company  for  a  transmission  line 
along  right  of  way  at  Harrisburg. 

Re  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  No.  E-423,  March  22,  1916, 
agreement  with  the  St.  Francisville  Municipal  light  Plant  covering 
wire  crossing  at  St.  Francisville. 

Re  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  No.  E-424,  March  22,  1916,  agree- 
ment with  the  Farmers  Telephone  Company  covering  telephone  wire 
crossings  near  Yates  City.  , 


TEXAS  COURT  OF  CIVIIi  APPBAIiS. 

AUTO  TRANSIT  COMPANY  et  al. 

v. 

CITY  OP  FORT  WORTH  et  al. 

[No.  8304.] 

(—  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  182  S.  W.  686.) 

Infunction  ^^  Criminal  proceedings  —  Enforcement  of  jitney  ordU 
nance. 

1.  Injunction  will  lie  in  a  proper  case  to  prevent  the  threatened 
enforcement  of  a  criminal  jitney  ordinance,  where  its  validity  is  in- 
volved. 

Courts  -~  Jurisdiction  -»  Enjoining   enfort^ement   of   crim,inal   ordi* 
nance, 

2.  Although  a  court  is  of  exclusive  civil  jurisdiction,  it  may  in- 
quire into  the  validity  of  a  criminal  jitney  ordinance  and  restrain  an 
enforcement  which  will  destroy  property  rights. 

Constitutional  law '^Jitney  regulation '^  Equal  rights. 

3.  An  ordinance  requiring  a  license  fee  of  $10  for  jitneys,  while 
taxicabs  and  other  rent  cars  pay  only  $3,  and  a  street  railway  pays 
nothing,  and  that  requires  the  execution  of  a  bond  to  pay  damages 
arising  from  wrongful  operation,  while  none  is  required  of  taxicabs, 
other  rent  ears,  and  the  street  railway,  is  not  obnoxious  to  a  constitu- 
tional guaranty  of  equal  rights. 

Constitutional  law  ^^  Jitney  regulation -^  Class  legislation, 

4.  Jitneys  may  be  separated  from  taxicabs,  other  rent  cars,  and 
street  railways  for  the  purpose  of  municipal  regulation. 
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Constitutional  law -^Jitney  regulation -^  Impairment  of  €^ntract  oh* 
ligation  —  Licenses^ 

6.  A  jitney  ordinance  increasing  a  license  fee  over  that  paid  by 
operators  under  a  prior  ordinance  does  not  unoonatitutionally  impair 
the  obligation  of  a  contract,  particularly  where  the  new  ordinance  pro- 
vides for  a  new  license  for  the  unexpired  term  o#  the  refunding  of  the 
fee  for  such  term. 

Constitutional  law  ^~  Jitney  regulation -^  Adequate  compensation. 

6.  A  jitney  ordinance  requiring  a  license,  a  fee  of  $10,  operation 
over  a  fixed  route,  a  bond  to  pay  damages  arising  from  wrongful  opera- 
tion, and  otherwise  regulating  jitneys,  does  not  violate  a  constitutional 
provision  that  property  shall  not  be  taken,  damaged,  or  destroyed  for 
public  use  without  adequate  compensation  being  made. 

Action  or  suit  ^  Defenses  ^  Who  may   question  constitutionality  of 
jitney  ordinance, 

7.  Jitney  operators  cannot  complain  that  an  ordinance  authorizing 
the  suspension  or  revocation  of  a  license,  on  a  showing  of  conviction 
for  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contravenes  a  constitutional  guaranty 
of  due  process  of  law,  where  they  are  operating  under  a  prior  ordinance 
containing  the  same  provision. 

Autom,ohiles  —  Jitneys  —  License  fee  —  Occupation  tax, 

8.  An  ordinance  requiring  a  jitney  operator  to  pay  a  license  fee 
of  $10  does  not  conflict  with  article  8,  §  2,  of  the  Texas  Constitution, 
that  occupation  taxes  shall  be  equal  and  uniform  upon  the  same  class 
of  subjects,  since  the  fee  is  not  an  occupation  tax,  and  even  if  it  were 
such  a  tax,  it  makes  no  discrimination  between  members  of  the  same 
class. 

Monopoly  and  com,petition  ^  Constitutional  law -^  Jitneys. 

9.  An  ordinance  restricting  the  operation  of  jitneys,  that  does  not 
disclose  on  its  face  the  creation  of  a  monopoly  in  favor  of  street  cars, 
taxicabs,  or  other  rent  cars,  does  not  violate  a  constitutional  anti- 
monopoly  provision. 

Automobiles^  Jitneys '^Validity  of  ordinance. 

10.  The  fact  that  jitney  operators  cannot  pay  the  large  premium 
demanded  on  bonds,  required  by  ordinance,  to  pay  damages  arising  from 
wrongful  operation,  or  that  they  will  suffer  pecuniary  injury  from  the 
enforcement  of  the  ordinance,  does  not  per  ae  establish  its  invalidity. 

Automobiles  ^  Jitneys '^  Authority  to  enact  ordinance. 

11.  A  jitney  ordinance  requiring  a  license,  a  fee  of  $10,  operation 
over  a  fixed  route,  a  bond  to  pay  damages  arising  from  wrongful  opera- 
tion, and  otherwise  regulating  jitneys,  is  authorised  by  charter  power 
to  enact  and  enforce  ordinances  necessary  to  protect  health,  life,  and 
property;  to  prevent  and  remove  nuisances;  to  preserve  and  enforce 
good  government,  order,  and  security;  and  to  have  and  enjoy  general 
police  powers. 

[November  20,  1«16.] 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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On  Motion  for  Rehearing. 

ConsMutional   law^JUney  regulation^ Class   legislation -^Indem^ 
ni^f  hand. 

12.  An  ordinance  requiring  a  jitney  operator  to  give  a  .bond  to  pay 
damages  arising  from  wrongful  operation  does  not  discriminate  in  not 
requiring  a  bond  of  the  driver  of  a  taxicab,  rent  car,  or  private  car, 
since  Jitn^  operation  ia  the  mcnre  dangerous. 

[January  15,  1916.] 

Fbom  an  order  of  the  District  Court  of  Tarrant  County,  Mar- 
vin H.  Brown,  Judge,  refusing  to  continue  a  temporary  injunc- 
tion against  the  enf oroement  of  an  ordinance  of  the  city  of  Ft. 
Worth,  regulating  jitneys,  plaintiffs  appeal;  affirmed* 

Motion  for  rehearing  overruled  January  15,  1916. 

Appearances:  Ike  A.  Wynn  for  appellants;  T.  A.  Altman 
for  appellees. 

Buck,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
'  This  was  a  proceeding  by  the  Auto  Transit  Company,  a  cor- 
poration domiciled  in  Ft.  Worth,  Tarrant  county,  Texas,  and 
J.  C.  Walton,  a  resident  of  said  county,  professedly  on  behalf 
of  themselves  and  60  other  "motor  bus"  or  "jitney''  owners  and 
operators,  against  the  city  of  Ft.  Worth,  represented  by  its 
mayor  and  four  commissioners,  seeking  to  enjoin  the  enforce- 
ment of  ordinance  No.  448,  and  as  amended  by  ordinance  No. 
470,  theretofore  passed  by  the  said  Board  of  Commissioners; 
regulating  the  operation  of  said  motor  buses,  or  jitneys, 
in  common  parlance,  on  the  streets  of  said  city.  Both 
ordinances  were  attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  petition. 
Petitioners  alleged  that  they,, and  those  for  whom  they  sued,  had 
complied  with  ordinance  No.  448  when  it  became  effective,  and 
had  since  been  operating  thereunder.  Petitioners  also  alleged 
that  ordinance  No.  442,  theretofore  passed  by  the  city  of  Ft. 
Worth,  provided  that  every  owner  of  a  motor-driven  vehicle 
should  register  the  same  and  pay  a  license  number  tax  to  the 
assessor  and  collector  of  $1  per  car,  and  that  they,  and  those  for 
whom  they  sued,  had  complied  with  the  said  ordinance  also.  It 
was  further  alleged  that  the  Auto  Transit  Company  owned  and 
operated  32  motor  buses,  and  had  invested  in  its  cars  about 
$17,500,  and  the  plaintiff  Walton  about  $500.     Others  for  whom 
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suit  was  brought  were  also  alleged  to  have  invested  approximately 
the  sum  of  $600  each ;  and  it  was  averred  that  the  effect  of  ordi* 
nance  No.  470  would  be  to  drive  the  motor  bus  or  "jitney'*  out 
of  competition  with  the  street  railway  company  operating  in  Ft. 
Worth,  and  to  give  a  monopoly  to  said  street  railway  company 
of  the  transportation  of  passengers  within  said  city ;  that  the  city 
of  Ft  Worth  embraces  about  17^  square  miles,  and  has  a  popu- 
lation of  about  100,000 ;  that  it  has  many  miles  of  streets  which 
are  traversed  by  the  street  cars,  and  by  far  the  greater  portion 
of  its  inhabitants  do  not  live  adjacent  to  street  car  lines,  and  that 
the  jitney  has  been  for  some  time  a  necessary  public  conveyance 
and  utility,  and  is  an  economical  and  efficient  development  of 
local  transportation  necessary  for  the  convenience  and  welfare  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  said  city ;  that  there  are 
now  in  operation  in  said  city  about  150  jitneys,  which  carry 
many  thousands  of  passengers  each  day.  It  was  further  alleged 
that  petitioners  were  unable  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
ordinance  No.  470  requiring  a  bond  in  the  sum  of  $2,500,  payable 
to  the  mayor  of  the  city  of  Ft.  Worth,  and  executed  by  the  person 
in  whose  name  the  license  is  sought  as  principal,  and  a  solvent 
surety  corporation,  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  state  of 
Texas,  or  with  permit  to  do  business  in  this  state,  conditioned 
that  the  principal  shall  pay  all  legal  damages  for  injuries  to 
property  or  person  of  anyone,  including  injuries  resulting  in 
death  on  account  of  the  negligence  or  wilful  act  of  the  owner 
or  operator  of  such  motor  bus,  etc.,  inasmuch  as  the  fee  for  said 
bond  was  unreasonable  and  even  prohibitory,  such  companies 
charging  from  $200  to  $250  for  each  said  bond  executed.  Fur- 
ther allegations  were  made  as  to  the  terms,  requirements,  and 
conditions  of  said  ordinance  No.  470  with  reference  to  the  opera- 
tion of  motor  buses  or  jitneys,  as  contained  in  subdivision  "g'' 
of  §  6  of  said  ordinance,  which  petitioners  alleged  were  dis- 
criminatory, and  constituted  an  unnecessary  and  unreasonable 
regulation  beyond  the  police  power  of  the  city,  and  violated  the 
Constitutions  of  the  United  States  and  the  state  of  Texas.  It 
was  further  alleged  that,  inasmuch  as  it  is  practically  impossible 
for  petitioners  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  said  ordinance, 
they  would  be  greatly  injured  in  their  property  and  property 
rights,  and  would  be  deprived  of  the  privileges  and  immunitiea 
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guaranteed  to  them  by  the  laws  of  the  land,  if  such  ordinance 
should  be  enforced,  and  that  the  city  of  Ft  Worth,  through  its 
said  Board  of  Cozamissioners,  was  threatening  and  attempting 
to  enforce  said  ordinance,  and  that,  unless  it  was  restrained,  it 
would  subject  plaintiffs,  their  agents  and  employees,  and  those 
in  whose  behalf  they  brought  suit^  in  case  they  did  not  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  said  ordinance,  which  compliance  was 
alleged  to  be  impossible,  to  innumerable  arrests  and  prosecutions 
and  much  yezation,  harassment,  and  oppression. 

Accompanying  and  in  support  of,  said  petition  was  an  affir 
davit  of  E.  M.  Rogers,  president  of  the  Auto  Transit  Company,  to 
the  effect  that  said  company  had  been  incorporated  for  the  pur- 
pose of  owning,  maintaining,  and  operating  automobiles  and 
other  vehicles  designed  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  passengers, 
freight,  express,  and  mail  in  the  city  of  Ft,  Worth;  that  said 
company  had  paid  its  franchise  tax  for  1915;  that  the  jitneys 
or  motor  buses  in  the  city  of  Ft.  Worth  numbered  about  160, 
and  carried  approximately  80,000  passengers  each  day  for  a 
5-cent  fare;  that  there  were  a  great  many  taxicabs  and  rent  cars 
operating  in  Ft.  Worth,  and  said  rent  cars  were  five-passenger 
Ford  automobiles,  and  practically  identical  with  those  operated 
by  plaintiffs,  and  such  cars  were  operated  over  the  streets  in 
the  same  manner  as  plaintiffs'  jitneys,  with  the  same  attendant 
risks  and  dangers ;  that  said  taxicabs  and  rent  cars  charged  many 
times  as  much  for  carrying  a  passenger  as  plaintiffs  charged; 
that  the  Northern  Texas  Traction  Company  is  a  private  corpora- 
tion operating  street  cars  over  certain  streets  in  the  city  of  Ft. 
Worth  for  a  fare  of  5  cents ;  that  an  automobile  is  not  a  danger- 
ous machine,  or  an  unsafe  means  of  conveyance,  and  that  a  care- 
less or  reckless  driver  makes  the  operation  of  an  automobiJe 
just  as  hazardous  when  he  is  operating  a  private  car  or  rent  car 
as  when  he  is  driving  a  jitney  or  motor  bus;  that  the  jitneys 
constituted  a  great  convenience  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of 
Ft.  Worth,  many  of  whom  choosing  and  preferring  this  mode  of 
travel.  Aflaant  further  averted  the  compliance  by  his  company 
with  the  provisions  of  ordinances  Nos.  442  and  448,  and  the  pay- 
ment by  it  of  various  sums  of  money  for  registration  of  license 
fees  and  the  purchase  of  indemnity  contracts,  as  provided  by 
said  ordinances,  that  it  was  impossible  to  make  personal  bonds, 
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as  provided  in  the  alternative  in  ordinance  ISTo.  470,  and  was 
wholly  impossible  to  comply  with  the  provisions  requiring  bonds 
by  surety  companies,  and  that  it  would  cost  said  plaintiff  com- 
pany $6,600  to  procure  the  bonds  executed  by  a  surety  company. 

Also  there  were  affidavits  from  E.  W.  Scott  and  Adams  B. 
Vera  containing  practically  the  same  averments.  Also  an  affi- 
davit signed  by  some  eleven  persons  alleged  to  be  citizens  of  Ft. 
Worth,  to  the  effect  that  the  Northern  Texas  Traction  Company 
owns  and  operates  a  street  railway  system  in  the  city  of  Ft. 
Worth,  and  has  about  77  miles  of  trackage,  and  runs  about  200 
cars  over  the  streets  of  said  city,  and  that  there  are  about  100 
other  carriers  of  passengers  for  hire  in  the  way  of  tazicabs, 
omnibuses,  etc.,  running  over  said  streets,  and  that  hone  of  these 
mentioned  carriers  are  required  to  carry  passenger  insurance  as 
provided  in  said  ordinances  applicable  to  the  jitneys. 

A  temporary  restraining  order  was  granted  by  the  trial  court, 
and  upon  hearing  on  June  26,  1916,  the  court  declined  to  con- 
tinue said  temporary  injunction,  which  expired  on  the  day  of 
hearing,  and  denied  plaintiffs'  prayer  so  to  do,  to  which  order 
of  the  court  the  plaintiffs  excepted  and  gave  notice  of  appeal. 

Plaintiffs  have  not  filed  in  this  court  briefs  containing  formal 
assignments  of  error,  and  under  the  law  they  are  not  required 
to  do  so  (Holbein  v.  De  La  Garza,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  126 
S.  W.  42;  Ft.  Worth  &  D.  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Craig,  —  Tex.  Civ. 
App.  — y  176  S.  W.  827),  but  have  contented  themselves  with 
filing  a  memorandum  of  authorities.  But  we  have  had  the  bene- 
fit of  an  able  and  exhaustive  brief  furnished  by  appellee. 

On  the  threshold  of  the  consideration  of  this  cause  we  are  met 
with  two  questions  affecting  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court,  to  wit : 
First,  whether  an  injunction  will  lie  to  restrain  the  enforcement 
of  a  criminal  statute  or  ordinance;  and,  second,  even  though  it 
be  admitted  that  in  certain  instances  such  relief  may  be  granted, 
may  the  authority  to  grant  such  relief  be  exercised  by  a  court 
of  exclusive  civil  jurisdiction,  or  has  the  authority  been'  dele- 
gated to  courts  exercising  criminal  jurisdiction  ? 

[1]  First.  As  has  been  often  said,  it  is  a  general  rule  that 
an  injunction  will  not  be  granted  to  stay  criminal  proceedings, 
but,  as  we  understand  the  authorities,  this  does  not  mean  that 
an  injunction  will  not  lie  to  prevent  prosecution  under  a  criminal 
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ordinance,  or  to  prevent  the  threatened  enforcement  of  such  crim- 
inal ordinance,  where  the  validity  of  the  ordinance  is  involved. 
It  seems  clear  from  the  authorities  that  in  the  latter  case  an 
injunction  will  be  granted  to  avoid  a  multiplicity  of  suits,  to 
avoid  irreparable  injury,  and  that  there  is  no  adequate  remedy 
at  law  where  repeated  prosecutions  will  seriously  impair  or 
destroy  property  rights.  A.  court  of  equity  may  entertain  juris- 
diction of  a  suit  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  an  alleged  invalid 
statute,  for  the  absence  of  lawful  power  to  impose  the  restric- 
tions of  the  statute  may  result  in  irreparable  loss  to  the  party 
concerned ;  for  "jurisdiction"  is  the  power  to  consider  and  decide 
one  way  or  the  other,  as  the  law  may  require.  Nolen  v.  Rieoh- 
man  (D.  C.)  225  Fed.  812.  In  the  case  of  Dobbins  v.  Los 
Angeles,  195  U.  S.  223,  49  L.  ed.  169,  25  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  18, 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  uses  this  language:  "It  is 
well  settled  that,  where  property  rights  will  be  destroyed,  unlaw- 
ful interference  by  criminal  proceedings  under  a  void  law  or 
ordinance  may  be  reached  and  controlled  by  a  decree  of  a  court 
of  equity." 

In  line  with  and  in  support  of  these  two  authorities  may  be 
cited  the  cases  of  Ex  parte  Warfield,  40  Tex.  Crim.  Rep.  413, 
76  Am.  St.  Rep.  724,  60  S.  W.  933;  Houston  v.  Richter,  — 
Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  157  S.  W.  189 ;  Dibrell  v.  Coleman,  —  Tex. 
Civ.  App.  — ,  172  S.  W.  550,  writ  of  error  denied  November 
17,  1915 ;  Austin  v.  Austin  City  Cemetery  Asso.  87  Tex.  830, 
47  Am.  St.  Rep.  114,  28  S.  W.  529 ;  Sumner  v.  Crawford,  91 
Tex.  129,  41  S.  W.  994;  Greene  v.  San  Antonio,  —  Tex:  Civ. 
App.  — ,  178  S.  W.  6 ;  Booth  v.  Dallas,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — , 
179  S.  W.  301 ;  Sylvester  Coal  Co.  v.  St.  Louis,  130  Mo.  323, 
51  Am.  St.  Rep.  566,  32  S.  W.  649.  In  the  last-cited  case  the 
supreme  court  of  Missouri  uses  the  following  language:  "It 
is  contended  that,  though  it  be  conceded  that  the  ordinances  are 
invalid,  the  plaintiffs  are  not  entitled  to  injunctive  relief  on 
the  facts  stated,  for  the  reason  that  they  have  an  adequate  remedy 
at  law.  But  is  the  remedy  at  law  adequate  ?  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  injury  complained  of  here  is  continuous.  The 
ordinances  are  continuous,  and  plaintiffs'  business  is  continuous, 
and,  under  the  ordinances,  for  each  wagon  load  of  coal  sold  and 
delivered  in  violation  of  the  restrictive  provisions  thereof,  the 
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plaintiffs  each  become  subject  to  an  action  in  the  municipal 
courts  of  the  city  for  such  violation.  The  fact  that  in  each  of 
such  suits  the  plaintiffs  might  plead  successfully  the  invalidity 
of  the  ordinances  as  a  defense  thereto  does  not  give  them  an  ade- 
quate remedy.  They  are  entitled  to  be  protected  from  the  ex- 
pense, vexation,  and  annoyance  of  such  a  multiplicity  of  suits, 
in  consequence  of  their  continuance  of  a  legitimate  business, 
except  upon  compliance  with  the  condition  of  ordinances  which 
it  is  alleged  are  and  may  be  utterly  void." 

High  on  Injunctions,  3d  ed.  p.  12,  says:  "The  prevention  of 
vexatious  litigation  and  of  a  multiplicity  of  suits  constitutes  a 
favorite  ground  for  the  exercise  of  the  jurisdiction  of  equity  by 
way  of  injunction.'' 

,  Therefore  we  hold  that  question  No.  1  must  be  answered  in 
the  affirmative. 

[2]  Second.  We  think  also  from  the  authorities  cited,  and 
from  the  allegations  in  the  petition,  to  the  effect  that  property 
rights  are  involved  by  the  attempted  enforcement  of  ordinances 
alleged  to  be  invalid  because  of  statutory  and  constitutional 
grounds,  that  this  court  may  properly  exercise  its  jurisdiction: 
First,  to  inquire  into  the  validity  of  the  ordinance  attacked; 
and,  second,  in  case  it  should  determine  said  ordinances  to  be 
invalid,  to  grant  the  relief  prayed  for  in  plaintiffs'  petition. 

We  now  come  to  the  consideration  of  the  validity  vel  non  of 
ordinances  Nos.  448  and  .470.  It  would  seem  from  the  authori- 
ties that,  since  appellants  have  taken  out  a  license  under  ordi- 
nance No.  448,  and  have  accepted  the  benefits  thereof  and 
operated  thereunder,  it  cannot  attack  the  constitutionality  or 
validity  thereof.  Young  v.  Colorado,  —  Tex.~l5ir.  App.  — ^ 
174  S.  W.  986;  Musco  v.  United  Surety  Co.  196  5^.  Y.  459, 
134  Am.  St.  Rep.  861,  90  N.  E.  171;  New  York  v.  ]\Ianhattan 
R.  Co.  143  N.  Y.  1,  37  N.  E.  494;  Pierce  v.  Somerset  R-  Co. 
171  U.  S.  641,  43  L.  ed.  316,  19  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  64. 

In  the  case  of  Pierce  v.  Somerset  R.  Co.  171  IT.  S.  C'*!?  ^^ 
L.  ed.  316,  19  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  64,  the  United  States  SiP™me 
Court  said :  "A  person  may  by  his  acts  or  omissions  to  act^^^^"^® 
a  right  which  he  mi^t  otherwise  have  under  the  Const  ^^t^^^* 
of  the  United  States  as  well  as  under  a  statute.'* 

In  the  case  of  Musco  v.  United  Surety  Co.  196  N.  Y.  5»  134 
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Am.  St.  Rep.  851,  90  N.  E.  171,  the  surety  company  became  a 
surety  for  one  Ferrara  on  a  bond  given  under  and  by  virtue  of 
an  act  of  the  New  York  legislature  regulating  the  taking  of 
deposits  by  persons,  firms,  or  corporations  engaged  in  the  sell- 
ing of  steamship  or  railroad  tickets,  etc.  Suit  was  broughlJBby 
plaintiff  against  defendant  surety  company  under  said  act,  and 
from  an  order  overruling  a  demurrer  to  the  complaint  it  ap- 
pealed to  the  court  of  appeals  for  New  York  urging  the  uncon- 
stitutionality of  the  statute.  The  court  says:  "The  appellant, 
as  surety,  having  executed  an  undertaking  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  said  act  with  and  for  a  person  engaged  in 
receiving  deposits  as  aforesaid,  in  this  action  brought  in  behalf 
of  persons  who  made  deposits  with  the  principal  after  such  under- 
taking was  executed,  which  have  not  been  accounted  for,  defends 
on  the  ground  that'  said  act  is  unconstitutional.  .  .  •  We 
are  of  the  opinion  that  these  contentions  cannot  prevail;  that, 
in  the  first  place,  the  appellant  is  debarred  from  making  them." 

In  Young  v.  Colorado,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  174  8.  W.  986, 
this  court,  speaking  through  Associate  Justice  Dunklin,  used 
the  following  language:  "It  is  also  well  settled  that  a  person 
may  by  his  act,  or  omission  to  act,  waive  a  right  which  he  might 
othervi'ise  have  under  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution.  8  Cyc. 
791,  792.*' 

In  the  case  of  Mellen  Lumber  Co.  v.  Industrial  Commission, 
154  Wis.  114,  L.R.A.1916A,  374,  142  N.  W.  187,  Ann.  Cas. 
1915B,  997,  the  supreme  court  of  Wisconsin  held  that  appellant, 
by  electing  to  come  under  the  workmen's  compensation  act  of 
that  state,  was  thereby  precluded  from  objecting  to  its  constitu- 
tionality, saying:  "The  argument  that  the  provision  under  dis- 
cussion is  violative  of  the  ^due  process  of  law'  clause  of  the  Fed* 
oral  Constitution  cannot  prevail.  It  was  optional  with  the  ap- 
pellant to  come  in  under  the  compensation  act  or  to  stay  out. 
It  elected  to  take  the  former  course.  It  accepted  the  provisions 
of  the  act  as  they  were,  the  burdens  as  well  as  the  benefits,  and 
so  long  as  it  remains  under  the  law  it  must  take  the  statute  as  it 
finds  it," — citing  a  number  of  cases. 

But,  inasmuch  as  the  main  contention  of  the  appellants  is 
predicated  upon  the  provisions  of  ordinance  No.  470,  which 
amended  §§  1,  2,  and  5  of  ordinance  No.  448,  we  are  probably 
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not  required  to  bo  declare  the  law  as  set  forth  in  the  authorities 
cited- 

[3]  Said  ordinance  No.  470  is  quite  lengthy,  and  therefore 
we  will  not  attempt  to  set  it  out  in  full,  but  only  mention  the 
p4^isions  which  seem  to  be  directly  involved  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  quesrtions  presented  by  plaintiffs'  petition.  In  §  1, 
subdiv.  "b/ '  it  defines  the  words  "motor  bus"  a?  meaning  and 
including  "any  automobile,  automobile  truck,  or  trackless  motor 
vehicle  engaged  in  the  business  of  carrying  passengers  for  hire 
within  the  city  limits  of  the  city  of  Ft.  Worth,  which  is  held  out 
or  announced  by  sign,  voice,  writing,  device,  or  advertisement  to 
operate  or  run,  or  which  is  intended  to  be  operated  or  run,  over 
a  particular  street  or  route  or  to  any  particular  or  designated 
point,  or  between  particular  points,  or  to  within  any  designated 
territory,  district,  or  zone." 

Section  2  requires  any  person  desiring  to  operate  such  motor 
bus  within  Ft.  Worth  to  file  with  the  city  secretary  thereof  an 
application  in  writing,  giving  certain  information,  including  the 
type  of  the  motor  car  or  motor  bus,  the  horse  power  thereof,  the 
factory  number,  the  county  license  number,  the  seating  capacity, 
the  name  and  age  pi  each  person  to  be  in  the  immediate  charg^ 
thereof  as  driver,  whether  such  proposed  driver  uses  drugs,  in- 
toxicating liquors,  or  has  been  convicted  of  violating  any  traffic 
ordinance  of  the  city  of  Ft.  Worth,  the  termini  between  which 
such  motor  bus  is  to  be  oi)erated,  the  street  or  streets  over  which 
it  is  to  be  run,  and  further  provides  that  upon  the  filing  of  such 
application  for  license  it  shall  be  referred  to  the  city  commis- 
sion, which  Board  may  for  sufficient  reasons  designated  in  the 
ordinance  refuse  to  grant  said  application  and  issue  the  license 
thereunder. 

Subdivision  "g"  of  said  section  provides  that  no  license  shall 
be  granted  to  any  person  to  operate  a  motor  bus  within  the.  limits 
of  the  city  of  Ft.  Worth  except  upon  the  condition  that  the 
applicant  for  such  license  enter  into  a  bond  conditioned  as 
pleaded  by  plaintiff  and  hereinbefore  set  out.  Said  subdivision 
further  requires  that  individuals  offered  as  sureties  comply  with 
certain  requirements  of  proof  establishing  their  solvency,  that 
the  Board  of  Commissioners  may  require  a  new  bond  or  addi- 
tional bond  from  any  licenseee  whenever  the  bond  approved,  or 
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surety  thereon,  is  by  the  Board  deemed  insufficientj  or  when 
such  bond  shall  have  been  decreased  in  amount  by  recovery 
thereon.  The  license  issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  act  is 
required  to  designate  the  route  or  termini  along  which  or  between 
which  the  said  motor  bus  is  to  operate. 

Section  5  provides  the  rules  of  operation  of  a  motor  bus  and 
penalties  for  the  violation  thereof,  and,  among  other  things,  pro- 
hibits such  motor  bus  from  remaining  standing  upon  any  street 
for  the  purpose  of  loading  or  unloading  passengers,  except  it  be 
brought  as  near  as  possible  to  the  right-hand  curb  of  said  street ; 
from  driving  or  operating  a  motor  bus  without  the  city  license 
number  being  displayed  on  the  rear  of  said  bus.  It  requires, 
further,  that  a  sign  or  painting  showing  both  the  destination  and 
the  route  of  same  be  prominently  displayed  on  and  attached  to 
said  motor  bus.  It  prohibits  persons  from  riding  on  the  running 
boards  or  fenders,  or  to  occupy  any  other  place  thereon  outside 
of  the  body  thereof  while  such  motor  bus  is  in  operation,  and 
limits  the  number  of  passengers  which  may  ride  in  the  front  with 
the  driver,  and  limits  and  fixes  the  number  of  hours  each  day  in 
which  said  motor  bus  must  be  operated,  except  as  to  Sundays, 
and  in  case  of  accidents,  breakdowns,  etc.,  fixes  the  speed  at  12 
miles  per  hour  in  the  business  section  of  Ft.  Worth,  and  18  miles 
per  hour  in  the  residence  section  of  Ft.  Worth  at  which  motor 
bus  may  be  operated,  prohibits  the  running  of  said  car  between 
sundown  and  sunup  without  lights,  and  prohibits  racing  with 
any  other  motor  bus,  or  driving  rapidly  to  pass  one  in  order  to 
be  first  to  any  prospective  passenger  or  anyone  waiting  for  an- 
other motor  bus  or  other  conveyance,  etc.  It  further  provides 
that  each  and  every  day^s  violation  of  any  provisions  of  the  ordi- 
nance shall  constitute  a  separate  offense,  and  that  one  so  violating 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  shall  be  punished  by  fine 
not  exceeding  $200,  and  that  in  case  of  conviction  of  the  owner 
or  operator  under  such  ordinance  the  comimissioner  of  fire  and 
police  shall  report  the  same  to  the  Commissioners,  together  with 
his  recommendation,  and  that  the  Commissioners  shall  consider 
and  act  upon  said  recommendation,  and  may  revoke  or  suspend 
such  license  if  they  deem  it  proper. 

Under  chapter  5,  §  1,  of  the  city's  charter,  the  exclusive  power 
and  control  of  the  streets  is  given  to  the  Board  of  Commissioners, 
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and  under  §  2  of  said  chapter  power  is  vested  in  said  Board, 
by  ordinance  or  otherwise  to  regulate  within  the  limits  of  said 
city  the  "speed  of  locomotives,  trains,  street  cars,  vehicles,  and 
animals."  By  chapter  9,  §  3,  the  power  to  abate  all  nuisances 
is  lodged  in  the  Commissioners,  and  under  §  18  the  authority 
to  prohibit  and  restrain  or  regulate  the  use  of  vehicles,  bicycles, 
automobiles,  or  any  other  conveyance.  Under  chapter  11,  §  8, 
the  authority  is  vested  in  the  Commissioners  to  regulate  and  fix 
the  fares,  tolls,  and  charges  of  all  street  railways,  public  car- 
riages, hacks,  and  vehicles  of  every  kind;  under  §  18  of  said 
chapter  to  provide  for  license  fees,  police  tax,  and  surveillance 
of  drivers  and  owners  of  vehicles  of  every  kind ;  and  under  §  4 
of  the  same  chapter  said  Board  is  vested  with  general  police 
powers  to  enact  and  enforce  ordinances  necessary  to  protect  the 
health,  life,  and  property,  and  to  prevent  and  summarily  abate 
and  remove  nuisances  of  all  kinds  and  description,  and  to  pre- 
serve and  enforce  the  good  government,  order,  and  security  of 
said  city,  and  of  its  inhabitants,  and  have  and  enjoy  general 
police  powers  of  a  city. 

There  are  other  provisions  of  the  charter  which  might  be  men- 
tioned as  affecting  the  authority  of  the  city  sought  to  be  exer- 
cised in  this  instance,  but  sufficient  has  been  noted  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  opinion. 

We  do  not  think  because  the  fee  for  the  operation  of  a  motor 
bus  is  placed  at  $10,  while  the  license  fee  for  taxicabs  and  other 
rent  cars  is  only  $3,  and  there  is  no  license  fee  required  for  the 
operation  of  the  street  railway  mentioned,  and,  further,  that  said 
ordinance  requires  the  execution  of  a  surety  bond  in  the  sum  and 
terms  mentioned,  and  none  is  required  either  for  the  taxicabs 
and  other  rent  cars  or  for  the  street  railway,  make  said  ordinances 
obnoxious  to  the  provisions  of  article  1,  §  3,  of  the  state  Consti- 
tution, which  reads  as  follows: 

"All  freemen,  when  they  form  a  social  compact,  have  equal 
rights,  and  no  man,  or  set  of  men,  is  entitled  to  exclusive  separate 
public  emoluments,  or  privileges,  but  in  consideration  of  public 
services." 

[4]  Nor  is  it  the  fact  that  said  ordinance  attempts  to  define  as 
a  separate  class  motor  buses  or  jitney  cars.  As  has  been  said  by 
our  supr^ne  court  in  the  case  of  Supreme  Lodge,  TJ,  B.  A.  v. 
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Johnson,  98  Tex.  5,  81  S.  W,  18:  The  legislature  may  classify 
persons,  organizations,  and  corporations  according  to  their  busi- 
ness^ and  may  apply  different  rules  to  those  which  belong  to  differ- 
ent classes."  Campbell  v.  Cook,  86  Tex.  630,  40  Am.  St  Eep. 
878,  26  S.  W.  486 ;  UnicHi  Cent  L.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Chowning,  86  Tex. 
664,  24  L.RA.  504,  26  S.  W.  982 ;  Marchant  v.  Pennsylvania  R 
Co.  153  TI.  S.  889,  38  L.  ed.  761, 14  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  894;  Fidelity 
Mut  life  Asso.  v.  Mettler,  185  U.  S.  826,  46  L.  ed.  922,  22 
Sup.  Ct  Eep.  662. 

As  has  been  said  in  the  case  of  Nolen  v.  Riechman  (D.  C.)  225 
Fed.  812:  "The  presumption  is  always  in  favor  of  the  validity 
of  legislation ;  and,  if  there  could  exist  a  state  of  facts  justifying 
the  classification  or  restriction  complained  of,  the  courts  will  as- 
sume that  it  existed.'' 

We  can  readily  understand  that  greater  danger  may  be  caused 
to  tiie  public  by  the  operation  of  numerous  motor  buses  continu- 
ously throughout  the  day,  over  and  along  crowded  streets  filled 
with  congested  traffic,  and  without  limitation  as  to  the  street  or 
streets,  or  parts  thereof,  over  which  they  may  operate,  than  from 
the  operation  of  taxicabs  and  other  rent  cars,  which  are  required 
to  occupy  a  fixed  place  or  stand  when  not  in  operation,  and  which, 
when  transporting  passengers,  do  not  ordinarily  run  over  the 
streets  on  which  the  heaviest  traffic  exists,  or  from  the  operation 
of  a  street  railway  along  a  fixed  track  and  on  steel  rails.  As  is 
said  in  Nolen  v.  Riechman,  supra : 

''Furthermore,  a  substantial  distinction  between  the  property 
of  the  owner  of  a  street  railway  and  that  of  the  owner  of  a  jitney 
should  not  escape  attention.  The  former  consists  of  a  fixed  plant, 
including  rolling  stock,  which  is  operative  only  along  tracks  pro- 
vided for  the  purpose,  while  that  of  the  latter  is  fugitive  in  charac- 
ter, since  it  is  operative  through  its  own  power  upon  any  portion 
of  the  surface  of  an  ordinary  highway.  It  results  that  the  street 
railway  property  is  in  its  nature  an  indemnity  against  the  con- 
sequences of  negligence,  and  so  is  at  least  an  equivalent  for  the 
bond  of  indemnity  which  is  here  resipted  by  the  owner  of  the 
jitney.*' 

'It  may  well  have  been  that  the  legislature  had  in  mind,  when 
it  enacted  the  statute  in  question,  that  those  engaging  in  the  busi- 
ness which  the  act  sought  to  regulate  operated  vehicles  susceptible 
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of  becoming  dangerous  to  the  public  by  the  manner  of  their  opera- 
tion; that  they  had  no  fixed  track  upon  which  to  run,  and  were 
at  liberty  to  move  over  the  entire  surface  of  the  street;  that  they 
had  no  schedule;  that  pedestrians  had  no  way  of  knowing  when 
and  where  to  expect  them ;  that  they  increased  the  danger  to  per^ 
sons  using  the  street,  whether  as  pedestrians  or  while  boarding 
or  leaving  street  cars  or  other  vehicles ;  that  they  stopped  at  street 
crossings,  or  along  the  curb  between  street  crossings,  to  receive 
and  discharge  passengers;  that  very  often  the  driver  owns  the 
machine,  or  at  least  an  equity  in  it;  that  many  of  them  are  finan- 
cially irresponsible ;  that  the  patrons  of  such  vehicles  are  com- 
posed of  men,  women,  and  children;  that  the  vehicles,  in  the 
hands  of  careless  drivers,  nught  rush  through  crowded  streets  at  a 
dangerous  rate  of  speed,  probably  without  any  financial  responsi- 
bility to  their  patrons  or  others  upon  whom  damage  might  be  in- . 
flicted  by  such  machines,  because  of  the  n^ligence  of  the  opera- 
tors.   •    •    • 

"There  is  another  distinction  that  should  be  noted ;  it  concerns 
the  taxicab.  While  the  jitney  and  the  taxicab  are  physically  the 
same,  yet  the  services  they  perform  materially  differ.  The  serv- 
ice of  the  one  is  designed  to  accommodate  persom  traveling  along 
distinct  routes  and  at  a  rate  of  fare  common  to  all ;  but  the  service 
of  the  other  is  intended  for  the  accommodation  of  persons  whose 
destinations  involve  varying  distances  and  lines  of  travel  and  pre- 
sumably at  varying  prices.  The  two  kinds  of  iservice  would  sig- 
nify substantial  difference  in  numbers  of  vehicles  needed  to 
meet  the  respective  demands;  and  so  the  dangers  attending  the 
operation  of  the  jitney  presumably  would  materially  exceed  those 
arising  in  the  taxicab  service/' 

[6]  Nor  do  we  think  that  the  ordinance  discussed  is  inhibited 
by  the  provision  contained  in  §  16,  art.  1,  of  the  state  Constitu- 
tion, which  prohibits  the  enactment  of  any  law  impairing  the  ob- 
ligation of  contracts,  as  claimed  by  appellants  in  connection  with 
their  plea  that  they  had  complied  with  the  requirements  of  ordi- 
nances Nos.  442  and  448,  and  that,  in  effect,  the  enforcement  of 
the  provisions  of  ordinance  No.  470  would  be  an  abrogation  of 
the  terms  of  the  contract  entered  into  between  the  city  and  appel- 
lants. It  is  stated  in  8  Cyc.  988:  ^^As  a  license  authorizing  a 
person  to  practise  a  profession,  or  to  carry  on  a  particular  busi- 
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neas,  is  not  a  contract  wbiijJi  vesta  a  right,  but  merely  the  grant  of 
a  priviilege,  such  a  licence  is  not  protected  by  the  coikstitutianal 
probibition  as  to  the  impairment  of  the  obligation  of  contracts/' 

In  Doyle  v.  Continental  Ins,  Co.  94  U.  S,  535,  24  L.  ed.  148, 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  says:  "The  correlative  powey 
to  revoke  or  recall  a  permission  is  a  necessary  consequence  of 
the  main  power.    A  m^re  license  by  a  state  is  always  revocable." 

The  application  of  this  well-establiabed  principle  certainly  does 
not  work  any  deprivation  to  the  appellants,  inasmuch  as  the 
ordinance  provides  that  those  who  have  paid  a  license  fee  under 
the  prior  ordinance  may  have  a  license  gxanted  them  under  this 
ordinance  for  the  unexpired  term,  or,  in  case  the  licensee  should 
elect  to  discontinue  the  operation  of  his  motor  bus,  the  portion  of 
said  fee  for  the  unexpired  term. will  be  refunded  to  him. 

[6]  Nor  do  we  think  that  the  ordinance  is  in  violation  of  §  17, 
art  1,  of  the  state  Capstitulion,  which  provides,  in  part,  that  "no 
person's  property  shall  be  taken,  damaged  or  destroyed  for,  or 
applied  to,  public  use  without  adequate  compensation  being 
made,"  etc., — as  plaintiffs  alleged  in  their  petition. 

[7]  Nor  do  we  think  that  it  is  contrary  to  §  19,  art  1,  of  the 
state  Constitution,  which  provides  that  "no  citizen  of  this  state 
shall  be  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  property,  privileges,  or  immuni- 
ties, or  in  any  manner  disfranchised,  except  by  the  due  course  of 
the  law  of  the  land." 

This  contention,  raised  by  appellants  in  their  petition,  may 
most  pertinently  be  directed  to  §  6  of  said  ordinance,  which 
authorizes  the  Board  of  Commissioners,  upon  a  showing  that  a 
licensee  has  been  convicted  of  a  violation  of  a  provision  of  this 
ordinance,  to  revoke  or  suspend  such  license  if  it  deem  proper. 
It  has  been  held  that,  where  the  authority  to  revoke  a  license  is 
not  given  a  municipality  in  its  charter,  and  is  not  expressly  au- 
thorized by  ordinance,  such  revocation  is  not  within  the  powers 
of  the  governing  officers  of  such  municipality  (26  Cyc.  625), 
though  the  authority  of  revocation,  it  seems,  may  be  presumed  by 
virtue  of  the  charter  power  to  issue  the  license  (Newson  v.  Gal- 
veston, 76  Tex.  559,  7  L.R.A.  797,  13  S.  W.  368 ;  Jacksonville 
V.  Ledwith,  26  Ha,  163,  7  So.  885,  9  L.R.A.  69,  23  Am.  St  Eep. 
,568,  with  notes  thereunder). 

But  §  8  of  ordinance  No.  448  contains  the  same  provision  as 
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to  the  power  of  relocation  or  withdrawal  of  licenBe  as  in  §  6 
of  ordinance  No.  470.  Plaintiffs  had  accepted  spach  terms  when 
they  applied  for  license  under  the  older  ordinance ;  hence  it  would 
seem  that  they  are  not  now  in  a  position  to  complain.  25  Cyc 
p.  626,  subdiv.  "c." 

[8]  Nor  do  we  think  that  it  can  be  successfully  contended  that 
the  ordinance  is  in  conflict  with  article  8,  §  2,  of  the  state  Con- 
stitution, which  provides  that  ^'all  occupation  taxes  shall  be  equal 
and  uniform  upon  the  same  class  of  subjects  within  the  limits  of 
the  authority  levying  the  tax,"  etc. 

For,  in  the  first  place,  the  license  fee  therein  provided  is  not 
in  the  nature  of  an  occupation  tax  (Ex  parte  Sullivan,  —  Tex. 
Crim.  Kep.  — ,  P.U.R.1915E,  441,  178  S.  W.  587;  Hoefling  v. 
San  Antonio,  85  Tex.  228,  16  L.RA.  608,  20  S.  W.  86) ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  it  is  not  shown  that  there  is  any  difference  as 
to  the  license  required  of,  or  in  other  burdens  placed  upon,  differ- 
ent individuals  engaged  in  the  operation  of  motor  buses;  and  it  is 
only  when  a  discrimination  is  shown  as  between  members  of  the 
same  class  that  this  constitutional  guaranty  may  be  invoked 
(State  V.  Galveston,  H.  &  S.  A.  R  Co.  100  Tex.  173,  97  S.  W. 
71;  Texas  Co.  v.  Stephens,  100  Tex.  628,  103  S.  W.  481). 

[9]  Nor  do  we  think  there  is  anything  in  the  allegation  that 
by  the  enforcement  of  said  ordinance  there  will  be  the  creation  of 
a  monopoly  of  the  carrying  of  passengers  in  the  city  of  l?t  Worth 
in  favor  of  the  street  car  company  or  of  the  taxicabs  and  other  rent 
vehicles,  and  in  this  respect  in  violation  of  §  26,  art  1,  of  the 
Constitution.  The  ordinance  itself  does  not  disclose  any  such 
intent  or  purpose  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of 
Ft.  Worth,  nor  does  it  suggest  such  a  result  In  the  absence  of 
such  a  showing,  we  would  not  be  authorized  to  indulge  in  specu- 
lation or  surmise  as  to  the  existence  of  such  motives  on  the  part 
of  the  municipal  legislative  body,  or  that  such  result  would  prob* 
ably  flow  from  the  enactment  of  said  ordinance.  It  is  held  that 
the  motive  of  a  legislative  body  in  enacting  a  law  will  not  be  in- 
quired into  by  the  courts.  Soon  Hing  v.  Crowley,  113  IT.  S.  703, 
28  L.  ed.  1145,  5  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  730;  Shenandoah  Lime  Co.  v. 
State,  115  Va.  865,  80  S.  E.  753,  Ann.  Cas.  1915C,  973;  Cooley, 

Const  Lim.  7th  ed.  258;  86  Cyc.  1137. 
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[10]  Kor  does  tibe  fact  that  the  plaintifPs  herein  are  not  in  a 
position  to  comply  with  the  terms  and  provisions  of  the  ordinance 
under  discussion,  of  itself,  establish  the  invalidity  or  unreason- 
ableness of  such  ordinance.  It  is  true  that  the  provision  requir- 
ing a  surety  bond  may  necessitate  the  incurrence  of  an  expense 
which  the  plaintiffs  may  not  be  able  to  bear,  and  that  therefore 
they  will  be  required  to  abandon  the  operation  of  their  motor 
buses,  but  that  in  itself  does  not  establish  the  unreasonableness  or 
invalidity  of  the  ordinance.  Nor  does  the  fact  that  plaintiffs  will 
suffer  a  pecuniary  injury  by  reason  of  the  enforcement  of  said 
ordinance  even  tend  to  establish  the  truth  of  the  contention  that 
the  ordinance  is  invalid.  As  said  by  Mr.  Justice  Brewer  in  the 
L'Hote  Case,  177  U.  S.  598,  44  L.  ed.  904,  20  Sup.  Ct.  Eep. 
788,  cited  in  Grainger  v.  Douglas  Park  Jockey  Club,  78  C.  0.  A. 
199, 148  Fed.  518,  8  Ann.  Cas.  997 :  "The  truth  is  that  the  exer- 
cise of  the  police  power  often  works  pecuniary  injury,  but  the 
settled  rule  of  this  court  is  that  the  mere  fact  of  pecuniary 
injury  does  not  warrant  the  overthrow  of  legislation  of  a  police 
character.'* 

In  the  Jacobson  Case,  197  TJ.  S.  11,  49  L.  ed.  643,  25  Sup. 
Ct  Rep.  358,  3  Ann.  Cas.  765,  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  says:  "In 
every  well-ordered  society  charged  with  the  duty  of  conserving 
the  safety  of  its  members  the  rights  of  the  individual  in  respect  of 
his  liberty  may  at  times,  under  the  pressure  of  great  dangers, 
be  subjected  to  such  restraint,  to  be  enforced  by  reasonable  regu- 
lations, as  the  safety  of  the  general  public  may  demand." 

In  the  Barbier  Case,  113  U.  S.  27,  28  L.  ed.  923,  5  Sup.  Ct. 
Hep.  357,  cited  in  the  same  opinion,  Mr.  Justice  Field  says: 

"Though,  in  many  respects,  necessarily  special  in  their  char- 
acter, they  [statutory  regulations]  do  not  furnish  just  ground  of 
complaint  if  they  operate  alike  upon  all  persons  and  property 
under  the  same  circumstances  and  conditions.  Class  legislation, 
discriminating  against  some  and  favoring  others,  is  prohibited, 
but  legislation  which,  in  carrying  out  a  public  purpose,  is  limited 
in  its  application,  if  within  the  sphere  of  its  operation  it  affects 
alike  all  persons  similarly  situated,  is  not  within  the  amend- 
ment"   TJ.  S.  Const.  14th  Amend. 

[11]  In  conclusion  we  desire  to  say  that,  so  far  as  we  have 
been  able  to  determine,  the  ordinance  in  question  was  authorized 
under  the  general  police  powers  with  which  the  charter  vested  the 
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Board  of  Commissioners,  as  well  as  other  charter  provisions  here- 
inbefore mentioned,  and  that  we  cannot  say  that  the  ordinance 
should  be  held  invalid  on  any  of  the  grounds  urged,  or  tiiat  it  con- 
tains any  unreasonable  terms  and  conditions,  or  is  disorimina- 
tory  in  its  nature.  Therefore  we  hold  that  the  trial  court  did 
not  err  in  denying  the  continuance  of  the  injunction  as  prayed 
for,  and  the  judgment  of  said  court  is  hei*eby  affirmed. 

On  Motion  for  Rehearing. 

[12]  Counsel  for  appellants  has  filed  an  able  and  vigorous 
motion  for  rehearing,  and  in  it  insistently  urges  that  in  our  orig- 
inal opinion,  as  well  as  in  the  opinions  of  all  the  other  courts 
passing  upon  the  jitney  ordinances,  the  courts  have  overlooked,  or 
at  least  failed  to  discuss,  a  feature  which  he  thinks  renders  said 
ordinances  discriminatory.  It  is  urged  that  in  the  requirement 
of  a  surety  bond  of  the  jitneys  the  city  can  only  justify  such  a 
provision  upon  the  ground  that  it  will  tend  to  make  the  jitney 
operators  more  careful,  exercise  greater  diligence  to  avoid  in- 
jury to  the  public,  but  that  this  duty — i.  e,,  not  to  negligently  or 
wilfully  injure  any  person  upon  the  streets  of  the  city — ^is  a  duty 
which  is  no  more  chargeable  upon  the  jitney  operator  than  upon 
the  driver  of  a  rent  car  or  taxicab,  or  upon  an  individual  who  is 
not  operating  his  car  for  hire ;  that  the  conditions,  in  this  respect, 
under  which  the  several  classes  of  motor-propelled  vehicles  oper- 
ate upon  the  streets  are  the  same;  that  the  same  driver  may 
during  a  part  of  the  day  operate  the  jitney,  and  during  another 
part  of  the  day  drive  a  private  car  or  a  rent  car;  that  the  public 
is  no  more  subject  to  injury  from  the  same  driver's  operation  of  a 
jitney  in  the  forenoon  than  from  his  operation  of  a  car  other  than 
the  jitney  in  the  afternoon;  that  his  duty  in  this  respect  is  no 
greater  in  the  forenoon  than  in  the  afternoon;  that  the  rule  is 
that  the  same  obligations  or  restrictions  must  be  imposed  upon 
all  persons  similarly  conditioned  in  reference  to  the  duty  regulat- 
ed. He  cites  in  support  of  his  contention  the  case  of  Gulf  C. 
&  S.  F.  R.  Co.  V.  Ellis,  165  U.  S.  150,  41  L.  ed.  667,  17  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  255,  a  suit  involving  the  validity  of  a  Texas  statute,  passed 
April  5,  1889,  providing  that  a  plaintiff  whose  claim,  under  $50 
for  stock  killed  by  a  railway  company,  which  had  not  been  paid 
within  thirty  days,  should  be  entitled,  in  a  suit,  and  upon  estab- 
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lishing  his  claixn^  to  recover  reasonable  attorneys'  fees,  not  to 
exceed  $10.  The  Texas  supreme  court  had  held  this  act  yalid, 
but  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  in  reversing  our  state  court 
upon  this  feature,  said  in  part  as  follows : 

"Considered  as  such  [as  a  whole],  it  is  simply  a  statute  im- 
posing a  penalty  upon  railroad  corporations  for  a  failure  to  pay 
certain  debts.  No  individuals  are  thus  punished,  and  no  other 
corporations.  The  act  singles  out  a  certain  class  of  debtors,  and 
punishes  them  when  for  like  delinquencies  it  punishes  no  others. 
They  are  not  treated  as  other  debtors,  or  equally  with  other  debt- 
ors. ...  It  is,  of  course,  proper  that  every  debtor  should 
pay  his  debts,  and  there  might  be  no  impropriety  in  giving  to 
every  successful  suitor  attorneys'  fees.  Such  a  provision  would 
bear  a  reasonable  relation  to  the  delinquency  of  the  debtor,  and 
would  certainly  create  no  inequality  of  right  or  protection.  But 
before  a  distinction  can  be  made  between  debtors,  and  one  be 
punished  for  a  failure  to  pay  his  debts,  while  another  is  permitted 
to  become  in  like  manner  delinquent  without  any  punishment, 
there  must  be  some  difference  in  the  obligation  to  pay,  some  rea- 
son why  the  duty  of  payment  is  more  imperative  in  the  one  in- 
stance than  in  the  other.  .  .  .  That  such  corporations  may 
be  classified  for  some  purposes  is  unquestioned.  The  business  in 
whidi  they  are  engaged  is  of  a  peculiarly  dangerous  nature,  and 
the  legislature,  in  the  exercise  of  its  police  powers,  may  justly 
require  many  things  to  be  done  by  them  in  order  to  secure  life 
and  properly.  Fencing  of  railroad  tracks,  use  of  safety  couplers, 
and  a  multitude  of  other  things  easily  suggest  themselves.  And 
any  classification  for  the  imposition  of  such  special  duties — duties 
arising  out  of  the  peculiar  business  in  which  they  are  engaged 
— is  a  just  classification,  and  not  one  within  the  prohibition  of  the 
14th  Amendment." 

We  do  not  believe  our  holding  in  the  instant  case  and  the  hold- 
ing of  the  other  courts  cited:  in  jitney  cases  fails  to  measure 
up  to  the  principle  laid  down  in  the  Ellis  Case.  If  we  are  correct 
in  concluding  from  the  facts  submitted  that  the  operation  of  the 
jitney  on  the  crowded  streets  of  a  city  is  a  business  peculiarly 
dangerous  to  the  public  using  the  streets,  then  the  fulfilment  of 
the  duty  of  care  on  the  part  of  the  operators  is  more  important 
than  the  performance  of  such  duty  in  the  case  of  one  only  occa- 
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sicmally  or  infrequently  driving  a  ear  over  said  streets.  The  dan- 
ger is  more  imminent  and  frequent,  and  might  be  said  to  be  con- 
tinuous. Therefore,  in  the  exercise  of  its  police  powers,  a  city 
may  require  of  the  jitney  operators  a  further  guaranty  than  it 
does  of  others  that  he  will  avoid  acts  of  negligence,  and  that,  in 
case  of  an  accident,  certainly  more  likely  to  occur  than  in  the 
case  of  operators  of  other  motor  vehicles  mentioned,  he  will  be 
in  a  position  to  respond  for  the  damage  inflicted. 

In  St.  John  v.  New  York,  201  TJ.  S.  633,  50  L.  ed.  896,  26 
Sup.  Ct  Bep.  554,  5  Ann.  Cas.  900,  a  case  in  which  the  court  was 
dealing  with  the  question  of  alleged  discrimination  between  pro- 
ducing and  nonproducing  venders  of  such  article,  it  being  con- 
tended that  such  law  was  discriminatory,  for  the  reason  that  non- 
producing  venders  might  not  exempt  themselves  from  actions  or 
penalties  for  violations  of  certain  subdivisions  of  said  act  by 
showing  that  the  milk  sold  or  offered  for  sale  by  them  was  in  the 
same  condition  as  when  it  left  the  herd  of  the  producer,  a  privi- 
lege accorded  to  producing  venders,  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  after  stating  that  the  purpose  of  the  law  was  t6  seciure  to 
the  population  milk  containing  a  certain  standard  of  purity  and 
strength,  and  to  disclose  other  milk  unclean,  impure,  imwhole- 
some,  eta^  continued :  ^^It  is  not  contended  that  such  purpose  is 
not  within  the  power  of  the  state,  but  it  is  contended  that  the 
power  is  not  exercised  on  all  alike  who  stand  in  the  same  relation 
to  the  purpose,  and  quite  dramatic  illustrations  are  used  to  show 
discrimination,  A  picture  is  exhibited  of  producing  and  non- 
producing  venders  selling  milk  side  by  side ;  the  latter,  it  may  be, 
a  purchaser  from  the  former;  the  act  of  one  permitted;  the  act 
of  the  other  prohibited  or  penalized.  If  we  could  look  no  farther 
than  the  mere  act  of  selling,  the  injustice  of  the  law  might  be 
demonstrated,  but  something  more  must  be  considered.  Not 
only  the  final  purpose  of  the  law  must  be  considered,  but  the 
means  of  its  administration, — the  ways  it  may  be  defeated.  Leg- 
islation, to  be  practical  and  efficient,  must  regard  this  special 
purpose,  as  well  as  the  ultimate  purpose." 

We  feel  that  the  language  of  the  Supreme  Court,  as  above 
quoted,  is  sufficient  answer  to  appellants'  contention. 

It  might  be  well  to  state  that,  though  the  jitney  legislation  is  of 
recent  origin,  yet  the  question  of  the  validity  of  ordinances  simi- 
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lar  to  the  one  under  conaideration  has  reached  the  oourts  of  last 
resort,  both  of  civil  and  of  criminal  jurisdiction,  in  many  of 
the  states,  and,  in  no  case,  so  far  as  we  have  foimd  from  our 
examination,  has  the  court  sustained  tibe  contention  of  invalidity. 

In  addition  to  the  cases  cited  in  our  original  opinion  we  might 
cite  Memphis  v.  State,  —  Tenn.  —  L.R.A.1916B,  1151,  P.U.R. 
1916A,  825,  179  S.  W.  631 ;  Ex  parte  Bogle,  179  S.  W.  1193,  by 
the  Texas  court  of  criminal  appeals,  decided  November  8,  1915, 
not  yet  officially  published ;  Le  Blanc  v.  New  Orleans,  70  So.  212, 
decided  by  the  Louisiana  supreme  court  November  29,  1915.  In 
these  cases  ordinances  with  similar  or  more  onerous  provisions 
have  been  upheld. 

Believing  that  in  our  original  opinion  we  correctly  disposed  of 
all  the  issues  involved,  the  motion  for  rehearing  is  overruled. 


TEXAS  StTPREMB  COURT. 

MISSOUEI,  KANSAS,  &  TEXAS  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

STATE  OF  TEXAS. 

(—  Tex.  — ,  LJIA.— ,  — ,  181  S.  W.  721.) 

O^wunereS'^Interaiate'^  Operation  of  interstate  traina  Ipy  intrastate 


1.  The  operation  of  interstate  trains  in  a  state  by  a  carrier  having 
no  authority  to  operate  outside  the  state  is  interstate  commerce. 

Commerce  ^  State    regulation  ^TMrty-minute    wait    of    interstate 
traina. 

2.  A  State  Railroad  Commission,  in  the  absence  of  Federal  legia- 
lation  on  the  subject,  may  order  interstate  trains  to  wait  thirty  min> 
ntes  at  a  point  for  connections. 

[January  12,  1916.] 

Ebbos  by  defefndant  to  the  court  of  Civil  Appeals  of  the 
Third  Supreme  Judicial  Court  to  review  a  judgment  of  the  Court 
of  Civil  Appeals  affinning  a  judgment  for  plaintiff  in  an  action 
by  the  state  to  recover  a  penalty  of  a  railroad  for  violation  of  an 
order  of  the  Eailroad  C<mimission  requiring  trains  to  wait  thirty 
minutes  to  make  connections  with  others ;  writ  refused. 
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Appearances:  Chas.  C.  Huff,  McLendon  &  Shelley,  and  A.  H* 
McKnight  for  plaintiff  in  error. 

Phillips,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  case  involves  the  validity  of  what  is  commonly  known  as 
the  "Thirty-Minute  Order''  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Tex- 
as as  applied  to  certain  trains  of  the  plaintiff  in  error,  which, 
according  to  its  claim,  were  interstate  in  character,  and  therefore 
not  subject  to  the  regulation.  The  question  presented  is  a  vital 
one,  concerning  in  a  large  measure  the  powers  of  the  Railroad 
Commission,  and  important  also  to  the  railway  carriers  of  the 
state;  and  it  is  preferable  for  this  reason  that  the  views  of  the 
court  in  its  action  upon  the  petition  be  briefly  stated.  The  order 
of  the  Railroad  Commission  was  issued  under  the  authority  of 
article  6552,  Revised  Statutes  of  1911,  and  reads: 

"Each  and  every  railroad  company  operating  a  railroad  in 
this  state  shall  start  its  passenger  trains  from  the  points  of  origin 
in  accordance  with  advertised  schedule,  and  said  trains,  except 
from  unavoidable  accidents  thereto  en  route,  shall  observe  and 
conform  to  the  published  schedule  as  to  arrival  and  departure  at 
the  several  stations  on  the  line:  Provided,  that  trains  may  be 
held  not  to  exceed  thirty  (30)  minutes  at  origin  or  at  junction 
points  with  other  lines  to  make  connection  with  trains  on  such 
other  lines.  If,  at  the  expiration  of  said  thirty  minutes,  con- 
necting trains  are  in  sight,  ten  minutes,  in  addition  to  said  thirty 
minutes,  will  be  allowed  in  which  to  make  the  connection.  Where 
connecting,  trains  arrive  within  the  time  above  allowed,  a  reason- 
able time,  in  addition  to  that  provided  for,  will  be  allowed  for 
transfer  of  passen^rs,  mail,  express,  and  baggage.  Where  con- 
nections are  reliably  reported  to  be  more  than  thirty  minutes 
late,  no  wait  will  be  made." 

For  its  violation  by  the  plaintiff  in  error  in  the  operation  of 
the  trains  in  question,  the  suit  was  brought  by  the  state  for  the 
recovery  of  penalties,  a  judgment  for  the  state  resulting,  affirmed 
by  the  court  of  civil  appeals.     167  S.  W.  822. 

[1]  The  trains  were  through  passenger  trains  from  St  Louis 
and  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  to  points  in  Texae,  operated  by  the 
Missouri,  Kansas,  &  Texas  Railway  Company  to  Denison,  Texas, 
and  from  there  to  destination  by  the  plaintiff  in  error  under  a 
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eantract  with  that,  company;  and  it  appears  from  the  proof  that 
a  considerable  portion  of  their  passenger  traffic  was  irterstate. 

Secause  the  trains  were  operated  by  the  plaintiff  in  error 
altogether  in  Texas,  and,  as  held,  its  want  of  anthority  as  a  coiv 
poration  chartered  in  Texas  to  operate  them  beyond  the  state  line, 
the  honorable  court  of  civil  appeals  concluded  in  its  opinion  on 
rehearing  that  th^  were  to  be  treated  as  purely  intrastate  trains, 
and  upon  that  grdund  rested  its  decision.  But  under  the  proof 
that  the  traffic  of  the  trains  was  largely  interstate,  we  think  they 
must  be  regarded  in  the  case  as  instrumentalities  of  interstate 
commerce.  Being  employed  in  the  movement  of  such  traffic,  it 
is  diffictdt  to  perceive  how  they  can  be  differently  regarded,  and 
we  shall  so  treat  them. 

[2]  There  is  accordingly  presented  the  simple  question  as  to 
the  power  of  the  Eailroad  Commission  to  provide  and  enforce  a 
r^ulation  of  this  character  as  applied  to  trains  employed  in  inter- 
state commerce  by  railway,  companies  operating  in  this  state. 
While  by  the  Federal  Constitution  Congress  is  empowered  to 
regulate  comnaerce  with  foreign  nations  and  among  the  several 
states,  there  remains  in  the  states  the  power,  distinct  from  any 
granted  to  the  Federal  government,  to  prescribe,  within  consti- 
tutional limitations,  relative  rights  and  duties  of  persons  and 
corporations  within  their  jurisdiction  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
convenience  and  for  the  public  good.  It  is  a  power  still  valid 
and  effectual,  though  its  exercise  may  relate  to  subjects  over 
which  Congress  possesses,  but  has  not  exerted,  authority.  It 
cannot  be  supposed  that  a  sovereign  state  in  the  grant  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  accorded  by  its  laws  to  railway  carriers  is 
required  to  wholly  surrender  its  authority  over  them  simply  be- 
cause they  may  engage  in  interstate  commerce.  Nor  is  it  to  be 
assumed  that  such  rights  and  privileges  are  extended  merely  for 
their  benefit  as  interstate  carriers,  or  only  to  subserve  the  interest 
of  those  making  use  of  them  for  that  character  of  traffic.  There 
are  certain  duties  whose  performance  by  common  carriers  in  the 
state  the  police  power  of  the  state  may  exact,  notwithstanding 
their  employment  in  interstate  commerce ;  and  that  power  is  not 
nullified  by  the  mere  fact  that  they  are  so  employed.  Its  valid 
exercise  in  relation  to  carriers  iengaged  in  such  commerce,  as  well 
as  their  instrumentalities  so  used,  is  d^endent  upon  other  con- 

P.U.R.1936C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


588  TEXAS  SUPREME  COURT. 

Biderations;  and  the  principles  which  in  the  particular  case  de^ 
termine  the  question  are  well  established. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  which  i»  invested 
with  the  ultimate  authority  of  determining  these  questions,  rec- 
ognizes three  classes  of  cases  respecting  the  power  of  the  stat^ 
over  the  subject  of  commerce-  To  use  the  language  of  one  of  its 
opinions,  they  are :  (1)  Those  in  which  the  power  of  the  state  is 
exclusive;  (2)  those  in  which  the  states  may  act  in  the  absence  of 
legislation  by  Congress;  (3)  those  in  which  the. action  of  Con- 
gress is  exclusive,  and  the  state  cannot  interfere  at  all.  In  rela- 
tion to  cases  of  the  second  class,  it  is  the  exercise  by  Ccmgress  of 
its  power  to  regulate  commerce,  and  not  tiie  mere  existence  of 
such  power  in  Congress,  which  renders  inconsistent  the  exercise 
of  the  same  power  by  the  state ;  and  the  state  is  free  to  exert  its 
power  where  Congress  has  not  acted.  If  the  subject  of  the  par* 
ticular  state  enactment  is  national  in  its  character,  the  absence  of 
legislation  by  Congress  amounts  to  an  indication  of  its  will  that, 
as  affected  by  such  subject,  commerce  shall  be  left  untrammeled, 
and  the  state  regulation  is  of  no  effect.  But  it  is  equally  true 
that  an  enactment  of  the  state  may  be  valid  though  it  incidentally 
affects  interstate  commerce.  The  authority  of  the  state  to  enact 
legislation  which  is  in  aid  of  such  commerce,  as  distinguished 
from  that  which  burdens  or  interferes  with  it,  is  likewise  rec- 
ognized. These  are  the  principles  of  law  which  govern  the 
present  question,  as  clearly  recognized  and  plainly  declared  in 
repeated  adjudications  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
upon  the  subject.  Covington  &  C.  Bridge  Co.  v.  Kentudty,  164 
U.  S.  204,  38  L.  ed.  962,  4  Inters.  Com-  Rep.  649,  14  Sup.  Ct- 
Rep.  1087;  Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  v.  James,  162  U.  S.  650,  40 
L.  ed.  1105,  16  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  934;  New  York,  M".  H.  &  H.  R. 
Co.  V.  New  York,  165  U.  S.  628,  41  L.  ed.  853, 17  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
418;  Lake  Shore  &  M.  S.  R.  Co.  v.  Ohio,  173  U.  S.  885,  43  L. 
ed.  702,  19  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  465 ;  Mobile  County  v.  Kimball,  102 
U.  S.  691,  26JL.  ed,  238;  Gladson  v.  Minnesota,  166  U.  S.  427, 
41  L.  ed.  1064,  17  Sup.  a.  Rep.  627. 

Applying  them  in  the  present  case  for  the  purpose  of  deter- 
mining the  validity  of  the  Railroad  Commission's  order  in  its 
relation  to  interstate  trains,  what  is  the  result  ?  It  is  dear,  we 
think,  that  in  its  legislation  with  respect  to  interstate  commerce 
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Congress  has  not  dealt  with  the  subject-matter  of  the  ordei?.  With 
the  order  producing  no  conflict  with  any  expression  by  Congress 
of  its  power  over  the  subject^  is  the  state,  through  its  adminis- 
trative agency,  established  for  th^  regulation  of  railroads  operat- 
ing within  its  limits,  yet  powerless  to  require  their  maintenance 
of  the  schedules,  of  such  of  their  trains  as  may  have  an  interstate 
character,  leaving  those  trains  altogether  free  from  any  proper 
r^olation  of. that  nature?  We  do  not  think  its  authority  is  to 
be  considered  as  so  reduced.  The  order  is  very  plainly  not  direat- 
ed  against  interstate  commerce.  It  is  not  an  attempt,  to  regulate 
commerce.  It  has  to  do  merely  with  the  manner  of  the  operation 
of  trains.  It  has  no  further  object  than  to  bring  about  des- 
patch and  certainty  in  their  operation  as  essentials  of  efficient 
service  to  the  public  And  it  seeks  to  do  no  more  than  require 
that  kind  of  operation 'meorely  wif&in*  the  limits  ef  the  state.  The 
effect  of  its  observance  upon  commerce,  whether  domestic  or  intei> 
state,  is  purely  incidental,  since  as  a  consequence  of  its  obedience 
conmierce  will  be  affected  as  the  result  of  only  the  ordinary 
operation  of  trains  upon  their  schedule  time.  It  is  no  more  of  a 
regulation  of  commerce,  and  in  particular  is  it  no  more  of  a  bur- 
den upon  or  interference  with  commerce  in  its  effect,  than  famil- 
iar enactments  requiring  competency  of  train  operatives  as  a 
means  of  affording  safety  to  passengers  and  coemployees.  It 
will  hardly  be  denied  that,  in  the  absence  of  action  by  Congress, 
the  police  power  of  the  state  may  be  validly  exercised  to  pro- 
mote the  safe  carriage  of  passengers  upon  interstate  trains.  New 
York,  N.  H.  &  H.  E.  Co.  v.  New  York,  165  U.  S.  628,  41  L. 
ed.  853,  17  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  418.  If  so,  by  what  authority  is  the 
state,  under  a  similar  condition,  to  be  deprived  of  the  exercise  of 
its  rightful  powiers  for  the  furtherance  of  their  prompt  carriage 
by  such  trains  ? 

So  far  as  it  may  affect  interstate  commerce,  the  order  is  a 
regulation  in  aid  of  commerce.  It  is  difficult  to  conclude  that  a 
requirement  whose  natural  effect  upon  commerce  is  to  facilitate 
its  prompt  movement  through  the  observance  of  train  schedules 
and  connections  constitutes  an  interference  with  commerce,  or  in 
any  just  sense  a  burden  upon  it.  There  being  no  legislation  by 
Congress  which  renders  inconsistent  such  action  by  the  state, 
the  order  of  the  Kailroad  Commission  in  such  bearing  as  it  hag 
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upon  interstate  commerce  is  accordingly  a  regulation  which  the 
state  had  the  ftdl  authority  to  provide  in  the  exercise  of  its  sov- 
ereign powers^  under  which  its  right  to  reasonably  prescribe  the 
duties  of  railway  companies  within  its  limits  is  clear  and  un- 
doubted. 

Since  the  order  in  question  as  applied  to  interstate  trains  can- 
not, in  our  opinion,  be  regarded  as  an  interference  with  interstate 
commerce,  the  case  is  to  be  clearly  distinguished  from  those  whidi 
hold  as  invalid  regulations  of  a  state  requiring  the  stoppage  of 
such  trains  where  adequate  local  facilities  had  been  provided. 

The  writ  of  error  is  refused. 


WASHHrOTON  SUPRSSMB  OOURT. 

STATE  EX  REL.  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

V. 

SKAGIT  EIVEB  TELEPHONE  &  TELEGRAPH  COMPANT 

et  al. 

[No.  12397.] 

(—  Wash.  — ,  155  Pac.  144.) 

On  Rehearing   (see  P.U.R.1015C»  902). 

Intercorporate  relations --^ Phyoioal  connecUan  of  telephones'^ Power 
of  Commission, 

1.  Under  the  Washington  statute,  the  Public  Service  Commission 
upon  ordering  physical  connection  between  two  telephone  companies 
has  no  authority  to  establish  the  joint  rates  until  the  companies  "haye 
failed"  so  to  do. 

Jntercorporate  relations  ^  Physical  connection  of  telephones -^  Power 
of  Com,m.ission. 

2.  Upon  ordering  the  physical  connection  of  two  telephone  com- 
panies, the  Washington  Commission  has  no  authority  under  the  statute 
in  the  first  instance  to  make  any  rules  or  regulations  to  prevent  inter- 
ference with  the  service  of  a  third  company  which  had  connection  with 
one  of  them. 

[February  17,  1910.] 

Reheaking  upon  an  order  affirming  a  judgment  of  a  superior 
court  dismissing  an  action  in  mandamus  to  enforce  an  order  of 
the  Washington  Public  Service  Commission  requiring  physical 
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oonnection  between  the  Skagit  Birer  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  and  the  Pnget  Sound  Independent  Telephone  Com- 
pany;, rehearing  granted,  original  opinion  (85  Wash.  29,  P.U.R. 
1915C,  902,  147  Pao.  885)  modified  and  the  original  order  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  affirmed  in  its  entirety. 

Appearances :  W.  V.  Tanner,  Attorney  General,  and  Scott  Z. 
Henderson,  Assistant  Attorney  General,  for  appellant;  Hughes, 
McMicken,  Dovell,  &  Ramsey  and  Otto  B.  Rupp  for  respondents. 

Holcomb,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  original  opinion  in  this  case  is  reported  in  85  Wash.  29, 
P.U.R1915C,  902,  147  Pac.  885.  On  petition  for  rehearing 
or  for  modification  by  appellant  and  for  rehearing  by  respondents, 
the  case  has  again  been  heard  in  banc. 

We  are  still  satisfied  with  the  original  decision  to  the  effect 
that,  under  the  law,  the  Commission  has  power  to  order  the 
physical  connection  between  the  telephone  lines  of  the  Independ- 
ent Company  and  the  Skagit  River  Company,  and  the  necessity 
therefor  is  a  question  exclusively  within  the  discretion  of  the 
Commission.  But  the  latter  portion  of  the  third  conclusion  in 
the  decision  is  erroneous  and  must  be  modified. 

[1]  The  fact  was  overlooked  that  both  companies  subject 
to  the  order — the  Independent  and  the  Skagit  River — were  and 
are  willing  to  make  the  physical  connection,  and  there  is  no  war- 
rant for  the  direction  that  the  cost  thereof,  whatever  that  may  be, 
be  provided  for  by  order  of  the  Commission.  The  statute  regulat- 
ing such  proceedings  also  provides  that,  when  such  companies 
*luve  failed  to  establish  joint  rates  or  charges  for  service  by  or 
over  their  lines,  and  that  joint  rates  or  charges  ought  to  be  es- 
tablished, the  Commission  may,  by  its  order,  require  such  con- 
nection to  be  made.''  Under  such  statutory  provision,  therefore, 
the  Commission  has  no  authority  to  establish  the  joint  rates  or 
tolls  until  the  companies  "have  failed"  so  to  do,  and  it  was  prop- 
erly left  in  the  first  instance  to  the  companies  so  to  establish  joint 
rates. 

[2]  'Not  has  the  Commission  any  authority  under  the  statute 
in  the  first  instance  to  make  any  rules  or  regulations  to  prevent 
interference  between  the  Independent  Company  and  the  Pacific 
Company  when  using  the  lines  of  the  Skagit  Company.     The 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Pacific  Company  has  no  vested  or  la^rful  right  to  prevent  the  use 
of  the  Skagit  Company's  lines  by  the  Independent  Company  as 
ordered  by  the  Commission,  and,  if  such  use  in  any  \yay  interferes 
with  the  use  by  the  Pacific  Company  of  its  lines  as  connected  with 
the  Skagit  Company,  it  must  prevent  or  avoid  same  by  mechani- 
cal means  or  by  operating  rules  put  in  force  by  several  companies 
interested. 

These  modifications  result  in  a  complete  aflSrmance  of  the  order 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  and  reversal  of  the  judgment 
of  the  Superior  Court.    It  is  so  ordered. 

Main,  Bausman,  FuUerton,  Ellis,  and  Parker,  JJ.,  concur. 


WlSCOSStS  StTPREME  COURT. 

CITY  OF  MILWAUKEE 

V, 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OP  WISCONSIIT. 

(_  Wis.  — ,  155  N.  W.  948.) 

ConstUttUonal  lato^PoUce  potoer  ^  Apportionment  of  cost  ^Separa- 
tum of  grtide  crossings, 

1.  A  statute  (Wis.  Stat.  1913,  f  1797-12e)  authorieing  the  Kail- 
road  Gcmuniflaion  to  require  a  city  to  bear  a  part  of  the  eoat  of  separa- 
tion of  crossing  grades  of  railroad  tracks  and  city  streets,  upon  order- 
ing such  change  in  the  interest  of  public  safety,  ia  a  proper  exercise  of 
the  police  power. 

Constitutional  law  ^  Delegation  of  potoer^^  Apportionment  of  cost'^ 
Separation  of  grades, 

2.  There  is  no  unlawful  delegation  of  l^gislatiTS  power  to  an  ad- 
ministrative body  by  a  statute  (Wis.  Stat.  1913,  |  1797>12e)  authoriz- 
ing a  Railroad  Commission  to  require  a  city  to  bear  a  pert  of  fhe  cost 
ol  separation  of  crossing  grades  of  railroad  tracks  sad  city  streets,  upon 
ordering  such  change  in  the  interest  of  pubUc  safety. 

Constitutional  law  ^' Impairment  of  .contract^' Apportionment  of  cost 
•—  Separation  of  grades. 

3.  An  accepted  railroad  charter  imposing  a  duty  not  to  obstruct 
any  highway  crossing  dots  not  preclude  a  <^ty  from  being  r squired  to 
bear  a  part  of  the  cost  of  separation  of  grade  crossings,  on  the  theory 
that  the  charter  provision  is  a  contract  that  cannot  be  impaired  by 
subsequent  legislation,  because  such  provision  is  merely  a  police  r^gu- 
latioh;  and  because^  eren  if  it  were  a  contract,  it  would  be  one  with 
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the  state  which  cannot  grant  away  its  right  to  make  or  change  such 
r^;iilation8. 

[Januaxy  11,  1910.] 

Fbom  an  order  of  the  Circnit  Court  of  Dane  County,  E.  Ray 
Steven,  Jndge,  sustaining  a  general  demurrer  to  a  complaint  by 
the  City  of  Milwaukee  against  the  Bailroad  Commission  to  set 
aside  the  part  of  an  order  of  tiie  Commission  assessing  25  per 
cent  of  the  cost  of  separation  of  crossing  grades  of  railroad  tracks 
and  city  streets,  plaintiff  appeals ;  order  affirmed. 

Appearances :  Daniel  W.  Hoan,  City  Attorney,  for  appellant; 
Walter  C,  Owen,  Attorney  General,  and  Walter  Drew,  Deputy 
Attorney  General,  for  respondent;  0.  H.  Van  Alstine^  amicus 
curia. 

Statement  by  Winslow,  Ch*  J. ; 

Upon  the  petition  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  the  Railroad 
Commission  ordered  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Rail- 
way Company  to  depress  its  main  track,  switch  tracks,  and  side 
tracks,  at  and  between  certain  street  crossings  in  said  city, 
being  a  distance  of  nearly  2  miles,  so  that  the  grade  of  the 
tracks  should  be  separated  from  the  grade  of  the  streets,  the 
tracks  being  carried  in  a  subway  and  the  streets  being  car- 
ried on  bridges  across  said  subway,  and  further  ordered  the 
city  to  pay  35  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  work,  the  railway  com- 
pany 70  per  cent,  and  the  Milwaukee  Electric  Railway  &  Light 
Company  5  per  cent.  The  order  was  made  because,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Commission,  public  safety  required  the  abolition  of 
grade  crossings.  The  city  brings  this  action  to  set  aside  that 
part  of  the  order  assessing  25  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  work 
against  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  and,  from  an  order  sustaining  a 
general  demurrer  to  the  complaint,  the  city  appeals. 

Winslow,  Ch.  J,,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 
[1,  2]  The  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  in  question  here 
was  made  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1797 — 12e,  Statutes 
1913,  which  authorizes  that  Commission,  upon  the  petition  of 
the  governing  body  of  any  city,  town,  or  village,  to  order  alter- 
ations made  in  any  railroad  crossings  over  a  highway,  or  the 
substitute  of  a  crossing  not  at  grade,  where  public  safety  requires 

such  alteration  or  substitution,  and  to  fix  the  proportions  of  the 
P.U.R.i9iec.  38  , 
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cost  thereof  to  be  paid  by  the  railroad  company  or  companies  and 
the  municipaJity  or  municipalities  in  interest.  This  is  the  same 
statute  which  was  sustained  and  enforced  in  the  case  of  Polk  v. 
Railroad  Commission,  154  Wis.  523,  143  K  W.  191,  and  we 
regard  the  decision  there  made  as  decisive  of  the  present  case. 

The  cases  are  alike  in  all  essential  particulars.  While  no  con- 
stitutional objection  was  urged  by  counsel  in  that  case,  the  ques- 
tion was  carefully  considered  by  the  court,  and,  after  hearing  the 
argument  in  the  present  case,  we  see  no  reason  to  retract  or  quali- 
fy in  a^y  way  the  statement  there  made  that  "the  legislature  in 
the  exercise  of  its  police  power  had  a  perfect  right  to  enact  the 
law/' 

The  time  has  gone  by  when  it  can  be  successfully  claimed  that 
such  a  law  unlawfully  delegates  legislative  power  to  an  adminis- 
trative body.  The  legislature  has  exercised  the  legislative  func- 
tion by  declaring  that  unsafe  crossings  shall  be  made  safe ;  it  can 
properly  delegate  to  an  administrative  board  the  power  to  ascer- 
tain the  crossings  which  are  in  fact  unsafe,  and  to  prescribe  the 
manner  of  making  them  safe.  If  this  could  not  be  done,  the 
police  power  would  be  unable  to  cope  with  many  of  the  most 
serious  problems  of  modem  life.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste. 
M.  R.  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission,  136  Wis.  146,  17  L.R.A. 
(KS.)  821,  116  N.  W.  905;  State  ex  rel.  Northern  P.  R.  Co. 
V.  Railroad  Commission,  140  Wis.  145,  166, 169,  121  N".  W.  919. 

[3]  It  is  argued  that  the  present  case  is  essentially  different 
from  the  Polk  Case  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  original  charter 
of  the  Milwaukee  &  Waukesha  Railroad  (Laws  Wis.  Territory 
1847,  p.  194),  under  which  the  railroad  in  question  was  built, 
provided  that  the  road  should  be  so  constructed  as  not  to  impede 
or  obstruct  the  free  use  and  passage  of  any  public  roads  which 
may  cross  the  same,  "and  in  all  places  where  said  railroad  may 
cross  or  in  any  way  interfere  with  any  public  road,  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  said  company  to  make,  or  cause  to  be  made,  a  sufficient 
causeway  or  passageway,  to  enable  all  persons  passing  or  travel- 
ing such  public  road  to  pass  over  or  under  such  railroad. '^  The 
claim  is  that  by  the  acceptance  of  the  charter  this  provision  be- 
came a  contract  which  cannot  be  impaired  by  any  subsequent  law. 
This  position  is  untenable.  If  a  contract  at  all,  it  was  a  contract 
with  the  state,  and  not  the  city;  but  it  was  not  in  fact  a  contract, 
but  a  police  regulation  imposed  by  the  state  in  the  interest  of 
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public  safety,  which  the  state  might  at  any  time  change.  The 
state  could  not  contract  away  its  power  to  make  such  regulations, 
nor  incapacitate  itself  from  making  such  changes  in  them,  from 
time  to  time,  as  the  public  necessities  require.  Chicago,  M.  &  St. 
P.  R.  Co.  V.  Milwaukee,  97  Wis.  418,  72  N.  W.  1118. 

We  entertain  no  doubt  that  the  intent  of  the  legislature  in 
passing  the  act  of  which  the  section  in  question  forms  a  part 
(chapter  540,  Laws  of  1909)  was  to  make  a  uniform  and  exclu- 
sive system  applicable  to  all  cities  and  other  municipalities,  and 
to  amend  all  previous  provisions  on  the  subject,  whether  contained 
in  ciij  charters,  railroad  charters,  or  the  general  statutes  of  the 
state. 

The  law  seems  to  be  the  fruit  of  an  honest  and  enlightened 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  legislature  to  deal  equitably  and  fairly 
with  a  great  municipal  problem. 

Milwaukee  has  during  the  last  half  century  become  a  great 
and  prosperous  city.  Its  greatness  and  prosperity  have  come  beh 
cause  of  its  commerce,  and  its  commerce  has  come  largely  because 
of  its  railroads.  .  Without  them  Milwaukee  as  we  know  it  to- 
day would  not  exist.  The  growth  of  the  city  and  of  the  railroads 
has  been  coincident,  interdependent,  inseparable,  and  from  this 
growth  has  arisen  the  great  danger  of  the  grade  crossing.  Why 
should  not  the  expense  of  removing  that  danger  be  equitably 
shared  by  the  different  agencies  whose  joii^t  growth  has  brought 
it  about? 

There  are  no  further  contentions  which  seem  to  us  of  sufficient 
importance  to  require  treatment. 

Order  affirmed. 


WISCONSIN  SUPREME  COURT. 

CHICAGO  &  NORTHWESTERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

V. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN. 

(_  Wis.  — ,  155  N.  VV.  941.) 

Commia^onS'^ Jurisdiction '•'Ta    enforce    statute    prohibiting    raiU 
roads  from  obstructing  percolating  or  surface  iratert*. 

The  WiBconsin  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  enforce  |  1388b, 

P.U.R.1916C.  ,     ,  ., xriTr^ 
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Stat.  1913,  making  it  the  duty  of  railroads  to  oonfltruct  their  roadbeds 
80  as  not  to  interfere  with  percolating  or  surface  waters,  and  conferring 
a  right  of  action  in  favor  of  landowners  injured  by  the  stoppage  of 
•ucfa  water,  by  virtue  of  tiie  general  proyisiotiA  contttiaed  in  fi  1797 — 
31,  Stat.  1913,  declaring  that  the  C^ommission  shall  have  power  to  en- 
force all  laws  relating  to  railroads,  upon  the  ground  that  the  Commis- 
sion's jurisdiction  is  limited  to  administrative  investigations  and  orders 
relative  to  the  rates,  services,  and  duties  of  utilitiefl  in  which  the  public 
are  interested  and  the  enforcement  of  laws  such  as  {  1388b,  in  the  sense 
of  ascertaining  the  meaning  and  application  to  the  case  in  hand  and 
pronouncing  judgment,  is  a  judicial  function. 

[January  11,  1916.] 

Appeal  by  defendant  from  an  order  of  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Dane  County,  E.  Ray  Stevens,  Judge,  overruling  a  demurrer  to 
complaint  in  an  action  against  the  Railroad  Commission  to  set 
aside  an  order  to  enforce  compliance  with  §  ISdSby  Stat.  1913 ; 
affirmed. 

Appearances :  Walter  0,  Owen,  Attorney  General,  and  Walter 
Drew,  Deputy  Attorney  General,  for  appellant;  Edward  M, 
Smart  for  respondent 

Timlin,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  appellant  demurred  to  the  respondent's  complaint  in  a  statr 
utory  action  to  set  aside  an  order  of  the  appellant  purporting  to 
enforce  compliance  with  §  1388b,  Stat  1913.  The  demurrer  was 
overruled,  appellant  declined  to  answer,  whereupon  respondent 
had  judgment  vacating  the  order  on  the  ground  that  said  order 
went  beyond  the  requirements  5f  §  1388b,  but  assuming  that  ap- 
pellant had  Jurisdiction  to  enforce  the  duty  specified  in  said  sec- 
tion. The  learned  circuit  court  concluded  that  the  general 
words,  "as  well  as  all  other  laws  relating  to  railroads,'*  found  in 
§  1797 — 31,  Stat  1913,  must,  under  the  rule  of  interpretation 
which  requires  that  effect  be  given  to  all  words  iu  a  statute,  confer 
power  on  the  Railroad  Commission  to  enforce  the  requirements  of 
§  1388b  as  against  railroads,  because  the  latter  is  a  law  relating 
to  railroads.  He  therefore,  in  effect,  ruled  that  these  general 
words  covered  not  only  all  laws  relative  to  railroads,  regardless  of 
other  characteristics  of  such  laws  in  force  in  a.  d.  1905,  when 
§  1797 — 31  was  enacted,  but  also  all  laws  relating  to  railroads 
which  might  ever  afterwards  be  enacted.  This  is  quite  an  am- 
bitious program  for  an  administrative  tribunal  witiiout'  legislative 
P,U.B.19a6C. 
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or  judicial  power  widiin  the  hicrtorical  and  legal  meaning  of  the 
words  "judicial  and  legislative/' 

In  this  coxmeotion,  I^elative  power  does  not  include  rules 
r^ulations,  by-lawB,  or  ordinances;  and  judicial  power  does  not 
include  those  decisions  of  administrative  officers  or  tribunals 
known  as  quasi  judicial.  In  the  doings/ rather  than  in  the  say- 
ings, of  courts  will  tills  necessary  distinction  be  observed.  Butt- 
field  V.  Stranahan,  192  U.  S.  470,  48  L.  ed.  625,  24  Sup.  Ot. 
Hep.  349,  and  cases  in  Rose's  Notes ;  Dec.  Dig.  §§  59  to  75. 

This  court  has  shown  no  disposition  to  curtail  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  appellant,  but  has  as  far  as  possible  upheld  such  jurisdic- 
tion and  exalted  the  dignity  and  importance  of  that  tribunal. 
Minneapolis^  St;  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission, 
136  Wis.  146,  17  L.R.A.(N.S.)  821,  116  N.  W.  905,  and  subse- 
quent citations.  The  Commission  is  not,  so  far  as  we  have  ob- 
served, suffering  from  restriction  on  its  jurisdiction.  We  should 
but  illy  uphold  the  trust  confided  to  us  if  we  upheld  the  Com- 
mission in  the  exercise  of  judicial  or  legislative  power  within 
the  legal  meaning  of  these  terms.  The  enforcement  of  laws  in 
the  sense  of  ascertaining  their  meaning  and  application  to  the 
case  in  hand  and  pronouncing  judgment  therein  is  a  judicial 
fmiction.  The  making  of  laws  which  are  of  a  higher  grade 
than  mere  regulations,  rules,  or  by-laws,  or  administrative  aids 
to  the  more  general  provisions  of  statute,  is  a  strictly  legis- 
lative function.  It  is  no  impeachment  of  the  rule  that  all 
the  words  of  a  statute  should  be  given  effect  whenever 
possible  to  give  such  words  effect  according  to  recognized 
l^al  rules.  These  rules  require  us,  when  we  find  in  a 
statute  words  relating  to  a  particular  or  specific  subject,  fol- 
lowed by  general  words,  to  restrain  these  general  words  to  persons 
or  subjects  of  the  same  genus  or  family  to  which  the  particular 
persons  or  subjects  belong.  Jensen  v.  State,  60  Wis.  577,  19 
K.  W.  374;  State  v.  Goodrich,  84  Wis.  359,  54  K  W.  577;  State 
ex  rel.  Lederer  v.  International  Invest.  Co.  88  Wis.  512,  43  Am. 
St  Rep.  920,  60  K  W.  796 ;  O'SuUivan  v.  J.  S.  Steams  Lum- 
ber Co.  154  Wis.  467,  143  N.  W.  160;  Lusk  v.  Stoughton  State 
Bank,  135  Wis.  311,  817,  115  N.  W.  813. 

The  statutes  (§§  1797—1  to  1797— 37ii)  relate  to  rates  and 
services,  to  duties,  in  which  the  public  are  also  interested,  im- 
P.UJt.l916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


698  WISCONSIN  SUPBSME  COUI^Z 

posed  upon  railroads  by  general  statutes  whieb  require  or  permit 
administrative  investigation  and  orders  supplementary  to  their 
enforcement  by  the  courts.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R  Co.  v.  Railroad 
Commission,  152  Wis.  664,  140  N.  W.  296,  reversed  in  287  U. 
S.  220,  59  L.  ed.  926,  P.U.R1915C,  309,  35  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  560, 
cited  by  the  learned  circuit  judge,  at  least  related  to  services  in 
which  the  public  were  interested.  Section  1388b  is  no  such 
statute.  It  is  therefore  not  within  the  sweep  of  the  gepieral  words 
mentioned. 

Again^  and  independent  of  the  foregoing,  but  leading  to  the 
same  conclusion  so  far  as  this  case  is  concerned,  is  the  rule  that, 
when  a  new  right  is  given  by  statute,  and  at  the  same  time  a 
remedy  provided  for  its  enforcement,  such  remedy  is  exclusive. 
Saxville  v.  Bartlett,  126  Wis.  655,  105  N.  W.  1052;  Hall  v. 
Hinckley,  32  Wis.  362 ;  State  ex  rel.  Cook  v.  Houser,  122  Wis. 
534,  595,  100  N.  W.  964,  and  cases  there  cited;  Knapp  v.  Deer 
Creek,  —  Wis.  — ,  155  N.  W.  940. 

It  is  obvious  that  §  1388b  confers  a  new  right  on  the  owner  of 
adjacent  land  and  provides  a  remedy  for  its  enforcement,  which 
remedy  is  not  enforcement  by  the  Railroad  Commission. 

Again,  ancillary  to  the  two  foregoing,  tending  to  the  same 
result,  is  the  consideration  that  §  1797 — 31  was  enacted  in  a.  d. 
1905,  while  §  1388b  did  not  come  into  existence  until  1913. 
Hence  it  follows  that  the  l^slature  never  intended  to  confer  on 
the  Railroad  Commission  jurisdiction  to  enforce  the  provisions  of 
§  1388b.  We  do  not  reach  the  constitutional  question  whether 
the  legislature  could  confer  on  the  Railroad  Commission  power  to 
enforce  the  provisions  of  §  1388b,  because  we  are  satisfied  it  has 
not  attempted  to  do  so. 

The  demurrer  should  have  been  overruled  <m  lie  ground  that 
the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  of  the  matter  of  enforcing 
§  1388b. 

Judgment  affirmed. 

Note. — In  conformity  to  the  opinion  in  the  above  case,  complaints 
seeking  enforcement  of  §  1388b,  Wis.  Stat.  1913,  were  dismissed  by 
the  Commission  for  want  of  jurisdiction  in  Deerfield  v.  Chicago  & 
K.  W.  R.  Co.  Jan.  24,  1916:  Kihn  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R. 
Co.  Jan.  24,  1916;  and  Re  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Co.  et  al..  Mar. 
15,  1916. 
P.U.K.1916C. 
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UNITED  STATES  CIRCUIT  COURT  OP  APPEAIiS,  THIRD 
CIRCUIT. 

TRENTON  &  MERCER  COUNTY  TRACTION   CORPORA- 

TION  et  al. 

V. 

BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  UTILITY  COMMISSIONERS  OP 
NEW  JERSEY. 

(—  CCA,--,  229  Fed,  140.) 

Injunction  ^Preliminary    injunction   pending    hearing  ^^  JHsereUon 
of  court. 

The  fruit  or  reluBal  of  a  preliminary  injunctioB  agalAft  the 
Board  of  Public  Utility  OommiBsioners  pending  the  hearing  of  the  case 
reats  in  the  sound  discretion  of  the  court. 

[January  31,  1916.] 

Apfsax  by  oomplainants  from  order  of  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey,  denying  a  pre- 
liminary injunction  against  the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Com- 
missioners pending  a  hearing  of  the  case ;  affirmed. 

Same  case  below,  227  Fed.  502. 

Appearances:  Edward  M.  Htmt,  Frank  S.  Katzenbach,  Jr., 
and  G.  W.  Macpherson  for  appellants;  Charles  E.  Bird,  Frank 
H.  Sommer,  and  George  L.  Record  for  appellee. 

Bu£Eington,  Circuit  Judge,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
This  case  comes  before  us  on  appeal  from  an  order  of  the 
court  below  refusing  to  issue  a  preliminary  injunction  against 
the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  of  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  pending  the  hearing  of  the  case.  The  grant  or  refusal  of 
such  injunction  was  a  matter  resting  in  the  sound  discretion  of 
the  three  judges  who  heard  the  application  in  the  court  below. 
After  a  full  discussion  of  the  cause  in  this  court  we  find  no  abuse 
of  discretion  in  such  refusal,  and  the  decree  will  be  affirmed.  We 
refrain  from  any  present  discussion  of  the  important  questions 
here  involved,  holding  our  views  in  abeyance  until  the  cause 
comes  before  us  on  final  hearing.  As  the  case  is  of  large  im- 
portance, both  to  the  people* of  Trenton  and  also  to  the  traction 

company,  it  should  be  heard  promptly,  and  as  the  calendar  of 
P.U.R.19i60. 
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the  court  below  is  so  crowded  as  to  prevent  Judges  Rellstab  and 
Haight  from  hearing  it  soon,  the  case  has  been  specially  assigned 
for  hearing  before  Honorable  Victor  B.  WooUey,  of  Wilmington, 
Delaware,  a  member  of  this  court,  with  a  view  to  its  earlier  dispo- 
sitioiu 


OAIilFORNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

BE  MOSS  BEACH  REALTY  COMPANY. 
[Decision  No.  3126;  Application  No.  2029.] 

Return'^ Water --'Sustem  ImiU  in  exeeas  of  present  requirement. 

In  fixing  water  rates,  no  present  return  should  be  allowed  for  a 
system  built  by  a  realty  company  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  present 
requirements. 

[February  26,  1916.] 

Appuoation  of  the  Moss  Beach  Realty  Company  for  peiv 
mission  to  establish  water  rates ;  $1  per  mouth  for  ihe  first  300 
cubic  feet  or  less^  30  cents  for  each  additional  100  cubit  feet 
authorized*  No  allowance  was  made  for  a  return,  the  plant 
being  built  largely  in  excess  of  present  requirement  It  was 
held  that  the  depreciation  allowances  upon  the  entire  system, 
8,850  feet  of  IJ"  and  2"  piping,  including  35  meters  and  servio- 
es  to  be  installed  at  the  cost  of  $350,  should  not  exceed  $160  per 
year,  and  that  $15  per  month  would  be  sufficient  for  a  small  por- 
tion of  one  man's  time  to  look  after  the  operation. 

Appearances:  Charles  B.  Smith  for  applicant;  Daniel  A. 
Ryan  for  J.  F.  Weinke;  George  O.  Rich  in  propria  persona. 

By  the  Commission:  This  is  an  application  on  behalf  of 
Moss  Beach  Realty  Company  for  authority  to  establish  and  col- 
lect water  rates.  Public  hearings  were  held  in  San  Francisco 
on  January  12  and  February  9,  1916.  From  the  evidence  it 
appears  that  Moss  Beach  Realty  Company,  a  corporation,  oper- 
ates a  water  system  incident  to  its  real  estate  subdivision  business 
at  Moss  Beach,  San  Mateo  county.  Applicant  owns  the  tract 
known  as  Moss  Beach  Heights,  uppn  which  it  has  ten  consum- 
ers ;  it  also  furnishes  water  to  the  tracts  known  as  Moss  Beach, 

upon  which  there  are  ten  or  twelve  consumers ;  Moss  Beach  Ad- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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dition  No.  1,  upon  which  there  are  an  equal  number  of  consum- 
ers ;  and  Mofis  Beach  Addition  No.  2,  upon  which  there  are  three 
or  four  oonsumerB. 

Applicant,  or  its  predecessor  in  interest,  has  been  furnishing 
about  thirty*five  consumers  with  water  since  1908  without  having 
received  any  direct  compensation  from  the  individual  consumers, 
and  applicant  now  asks  permission  to  charge  a  minimum  of  $1.25 
per  month  for  the  first  300  cubic  feet  and  30  cents  per  100  cubic 
feet  in  excess  of  the  minimum. 

The  pipe  lines  on  these  various  tracts  were  installed  by  their 
respective  owners  to  make  it  possible  to  sell  parcels  of  land  to 
prospective  residents ;  and  the  owners,  although  under  no  obliga- 
tion whatever  to  furnish  free  water,  did  not  make  any  serious 
effort  to  collect  from  the  individual  consumers,  having  appar^ 
ently  been  waiting  for  the  district  to  become  more  thickly  settled 
before  having  water  rates  established.  The  proprietors  of  the 
tracts  own  the  respective  distributing  mains  situated  thereon,  but 
upon  the  suggestion  of  this  Commission  the  owners  of  Moss 
Beach,  Moss  Beach  Addition  No.  1,  and  Moss  Beach  Addition 
No.  2  agreed  to  transfer  all  their  interests  in  the  mains  on  their 
respective  properties  to  applicant  free  of  charge,  subject  to  proper 
safeguards,  upon  condition  that  applicant  would  furnish  all  con- 
flomers  on  all  of  the  tracts  witii  water  on  an  equal  basis  and  at 
reasonable  rates.  Applicant  has  agreed  to  accept  this  condition, 
and,  accordingly,  we  shall  consider  for  the  purpose  of  this  deci- 
sion all  of  the  mains  as  constituting  one  system. 

Moss  Beach  is  located  about  20  miles  south  of  San  Francisco, 
on  the  ocean  shore,  and  the  four  tracts  above  named  contain 
about  266  acres.  The  population  is  somewhat  transient,  a  num- 
ber coming  for  week  ends  and  holidays  throughout  the  winter. 

The  water  supply  furnished  by  applicant  was  formerly  secured 
from  a  perennial  creek  flowing  on  the  northerly  side  of  the  dis- 
trict, a  hydraulic  ram  forcing  what  water  was  needed  into  a  16j- 
000-gallon  wooden  tank,  which  was  installed  at  a  proper  eleva- 
tion to  supply  the  settlement.  In  1911,  however,  the  board  of 
health  of  San  Mateo  county  condemned  this  source  of  water, 
and  applicant  thereafter  purchased  its  water  from  Montara  Beal- 
ty  Development  Company.  Applicant  entered  into  a  contract 
with  that  company  under  which  it  agreed  to  purchase  the  water 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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at  wholesale  at  25  oents  per  1,000  gallons  (or  18f  cents  per  100 
cubic  feet).  Applicant  receives  its  -water  from  the  Montara  Com- 
pany at  a  point  about  ^  mile  north  of  its  tank,  and  carries  the 
water  in  a  2-inch  pipe  over  that  distance.  The  total  amount  of 
pipe  now  used  in  all  of  the  tracts  is  approximately  as  follows: 

Feet. 

2-i^ch  transmission  main  metered  to  tank 2,000 

2-inch  distribution  pipe  through  the  tracts   4,250 

Total 6,260 

li-inch  distribution  laterals 12,600 

Grand  total   18,850 

We  have  not  included  in  this  total  the  pipe  connected  with  the 
ram ;  and  the  ram  should  be  eliminated  from  consideration  as  it 
is  not  now  used,  nor  is  there  any  likelihood  that  it  will  be  used, 
in  the  future. 

The  depreciation  allowance  upon  the  entire  system,  inchiding 
the  35  meters  and  services  to  be  installed  at  a  cost  of  approxi- 
mately $360,  should  not  exceed  $160  per  year. 

The  proper  operation  of  the  plant  will  require  a  small  portion 
of  one  man's  time,  and  we  feel  that  $16  per  month  is  all  that  the 
plant  could  at  present  afford  for  this  item. 

We  cannot  at  this  time  require  the  consumers  to  pay  a  rate  that 
will  provide  any  interest  return  upon  applicant's  investment,  for 
the  plant  is  built  upon  such  an  extended  scale  as  to  be  all  out  of 
proportion  to  present  requirements. 

Under  all  the  circumstances  we  feel  that  a  minimum  rate  of 
$1  for  the  first  300  cubic  feet  per  month  and  80  cents  for  each 
additional  100  cubic  feet  will  be  fair  to  all  parties  concerned. 

ORDER. 

Moss  Beach  Realty  Company  having  applied  to  this  Commis- 
sion for  an  order  authorizing  applicant  to  establish  rates  for  water 
to  be  furnished  to  the  inhabitants  of  Moss  Beach^  Moss  Beach 
Heights,  Moss  Beach  Addition  No.  1,  and  Moss  Beach  Addition 
No.  2  in  the  county  of  San  Mateo,  and  public  hearings  having 
been  held  at  which  both  applicant  and  consumers  appeared,  and 
evidence  having  been  introduced  by  the  various  parties  con- 
cerned, and  the  Commission  being  fully  advised  in  the  premises. 

We  hereby  find  as  a  fact: 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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1.  That  the  rates  hereinafter  authorized  are  just  and  reason- 
able. 

Basing  our  conclusions  upon  the  forgoing  finding  of  fact  and 
upon  the  further  findings  of  fact  contained  in  the  opinion  which 
precedes  this  order, 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  Moss  Beach  Healty  Company  be  and 
it  hereby  is  authorized  to  publish  and  file  with  this  Cotnmiseion, 
and  thereafter  charge  and  collect  from  its  consumers,  the  follow- 
ing rates : 

For  the  first  300  cubic  feet  or  less,  per  month ^ .  $1.00 

For  each  additional  100  cubic  feet,  per  month 30 


HAINC:  PUBIilC  VTILITICS  COMMISSION. 

BE  MARS  HILL  &  BLAINE  ELECTBIC  LIGHT  &  WATBB 

COMPANY. 

[U-111.1 

SeeurUy  issues  ^  Purpose  -^  Stock  dividend  ^ttigftt  to  deeUire. 

1.  Stock  may  be  issued  as  a  dividend  against  a  surplus  accumulated 
from  reasonable  rates  without  payment  of  dividends  or  salaries,  the 
stock  representing  more  money  in  the  plant  than  its  par  value. 

Security  issues -^  Purpose '•^ Stoeh  dividend  ^^  Authority  to  declare, 

2.  Stock  can  be  issued  as  a  dividend  under  the  negative  provision 
of  fi  37  of  the  Maine  Public  Utilities  act,  that  a  stock  dividend  cannot 
be  declared  without  the  Commission's  consent,  although  such  an  issue 
is  not  within  the  afilrmative  provision  of  {  35,  which  declares  ttte 
purposes  for  which  stock  can  be  issued,  sinoe  the  latter  section  applies 
only  to  the  issue  of  securities  to  secure  new  capital. 

[March  28,  1916.] 

Application  of  the  Mars  Hill  &  Blaine  Electric  Light  & 
Water  Company  for  the  approval  of  an  issue  of  $8,100  par  value 
of  common  stock  as  a  dividend ;  granted. 

Appearances :    A.  O.  Nutter  for  petitioner. 

[1]  By  the  Commission :  The  Mars  Hill  &  Blaine  Electric 
Li^t  &  Water  Company,  of  Mars  Hill,  is  a  corporation  organized 
under  the  general  laws  of  this  state  and  engaged  in  the  operation 
of  an  electric  plant.  Its  total  authorized  capital  stock,  all  com- 
mon, is  $10,000,  of  which  $1,900  has  been  issued  and  is  now 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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outstanding.  It  is  now  desired  to  issue  the  balance,  $8^00,  and 
to  divide  the  same  among  the  present  stockholders  as  a  stock  divi- 
dend. The  petition  is  dated  February  26,  1916.  Public  notice 
was  ordered  and  proved,  and  hearing  held  at  Augusta,  March  21^ 
1916. 

The  corporation  was  organized  August  19,  1904,  and  entered 
upon  the  construction  of  its  plant  shortly  after  that.  Its  balance 
sheet  February  1,  1916,  was: 

ASSETS. 

Fixed  oapiUl   $15,069.62 

Current  Assets. 

Cash    582.15 

Notes  receiyable 39.58 

Accounts  receivable 1,217.43 

Material  and  supplies •  715.98 

Meters , , , . .  98.45 

Miscellaneous  equipment 2.40 

Total  assets $17,726.61 

LIABILITIES. 
Capital  stock $1,900.00 

Current  Liabilities. 

Notes  payable 2,000.00 

Accounts  payable • • 6.06 

Accrued  LiaHlitiea. 

Interest  accrued 30.00 

Surplus    13,789.66 

Total  liabilities « $17,725.61 

The  stockholders  paid  par  for  the  stock  which  has  been  issued. 
The  plant  was  constructed  very  largely  on  borrowed  money,  all 
of  which  has  been  repaid  from  earnings  except  as  shown  in  the 
foregoing  statement  The  testimony  at  the  hearing  showed  that 
the  assets  are  listed  at  actual  cost,  as  nearly  as  the  same  could 
be  arrived  at 

The  rates  have  at  all  times  been  reasonable  as  compare^  with 
those  charged  by  such  utilities  in  other  communities,  and  no  com- 
plaints have  reached  the  Commission,  nor  exist  so  far  as  the  Com- 
mission has  learned.  The  success  of  the  company  in  building 
up  a  surplus  of  such  comparative  proportions  appears  to  be  ex- 
plained by  the  fact  that  it  did  a  profitable  business  from  the 
start,  and  has  never  paid  any  dividends  to  stockholders  or  sal- 
aries to  officers.  It  now  wishes  to  divide  these  earnings  in  the 
form  of  a  stock  dividend  to  the  face  value  of  its  original  author- 
ized capitalization*    We  can  see  no  objection  to  this  so  far  aa  the 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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public  is  concerned.  It  will  not  mean  the  withdrawal  of  any 
assets  from  the  corporation;  and  the  stock  will  still  represent 
in  money  actiiaUy  in  the  plant  more  than  its  par  valne,  so  that 
possible  purchasers  need  not  be  deceived.  It  will  not  be  "watered 
stock." 

If  neither  the  public  nor  the  security  holders  will  suffer  in 
any  way  from  the  contemplated  action,  whether  it  will  be  of  any 
real  benefit  to  the  stockholders  is  a  question  with  which  they 
alone  are  concerned.  It  is,  however,  probable  that  there  will  be 
some  substantial  advantage  in  case  of  future  extensions  requiring 
additional  capital,  because  new  stock  can  be  sold  at  nearer  par 
without  injustice  to  present  stockholders,  and  would  thus  be 
more  attractive  to  the  less  experienced  investor.  That  such  a 
contingency  is  not  unlikely  is  shown  by  recent  action  of  the  stock- 
holders in  voting  to  increase  the  authorized  capital  to  $20,000,  "to 
be  sold  as  funds  may  be  required  for  the  extension,  and  improve- 
ment of  its  lines." 

[2]  There  appears,  then,  to  be  no  reason  why  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioner  should  not  be  granted  if  there  is  legal  authority  for 
it  This  question  is  here  presented  for  the  first  time,  and  has 
received  careful  consideration. 

Section  35  of  the  Public  Utilities  act  provides  for  the  issue 
of  stocks,  bonds,  which  may  be  secured  by  mortgages  of  its  prop- 
erty, franchises,  or  otherwise,  "notes  or  other  evidences  of  indebt- 
edness payable  at  periods  of  more  than  twelve  months  after  the 
date  thereof,  when  necessary  for  the  acquisition  of  property  to  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  its  corporate  powers,  the 
construction,  completion,  extension,  or  improvement  of  its  fa- 
cilities, or  for  the  improvement  or  maintenance  of  its  service,  or 
for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations,  or  for 
such  other  purposes  aa  may  be  authorized  h^  law."  [Laws  1913, 
chap.  216,  p.  306.]  As  pointed  out  in  Re  Bangor  Power  Co. 
P.U.R.1915C,  496,  the  last  clause  adds  nothing  in  this  case  to 
the  purposes  previously  stated. 

The  act  proceeds  to  prescribe  that  no  such  securities  shall  be 
issued  until  this  Commission  has  certified  that  it  is  required  for 
one  of  these  purposes.  Clearly  this  is  not  such  a  case.  But  as 
the  law  relating  to  public  utilities  now  stands,  this  is  the  only 
aflBrmative  provision  for  the  issue  of  stocks.    If  power  to  declare 

P.UJ1.1916C. 
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a  stock  dividend  exists^  it  would  seem  that  it  most  be  read  into 
§37  of  the  act: 

"No  public  utility  shall  decrease  its  capital  stock  op  declare 
any  stock,  IxHid,  or  scrip  dividend  or  divide  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  its  own  or  any  stock,  bond,  or  scrip  among  stockholders 
without  the  consent  of  the  CommissioiL'' 

If  it  were  not  intended  that  such  corporations  should  retain 
the  privileges  they  had  previously  enjoyed  in  this  respect,  it 
would  have  b«en  useless  to  write  this  negative  provision  into  the 
law.  We  must^  and  do,  conclude  that  §  35  was  intended  only 
to  apply  to  the  issue  of  stock  in  the  usual  manner  fox  the  purpose 
of  securing  new  capital,  and  that  it  puts  no  restriction  upon  the 
division  of  accumulated  earnings  by  the  issue  of  certificates  of 
ownership  therein,  instead  of  paying  out  the  money  in  the  form 
of  cash  dividends ;  and  it  is,  therefore, 

ORDERED,  ADJUDGED,  AND  DECREED 

1.  That  the  Mars  Hill  &  Blaine  Electric  Light  &  Water  Com- 
pany be,  and  it  hereby  is,  authorized  to  issue  and  distribute 
among  its  present  stockholders  in  proportion  to  their  respective 
holdings  capital  stock  of  the  aggregate  par  value  of  $8,100,  the 
same  to  be  charged  at  par  against  its  present  surplus; 

2.  That  said  Mars  Hill  &  Blaine  Electric  Light  &  Water  Com- 
pany report  to  this  Commission  in  detail,  supported  by  the  affi- 
davit of  one  of  its  principal  officers,  its  doings  hereunder,  within 
ten  days  after  such  issue  is  made. 

Given  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  Public  "Utilities  Commis- 
sion, at  Augusta,  this  28th  day  of  March,  a.  d.  1916. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Maine,  Benj.  F.  Cleaves,  Wm, 
B.  Skelton,  Chas.  W.  Mullen. 

Note. — Stock  dividends. 

A  telephone  company  was  authorized  by  the  Vermont  Commission 
to  issue  $5,000  capital  stock  as  a  dividend  to  stockholders  to  put 
the  original  stockholders  on  a  parity  with  the  purchasers  of  new 
stdck  Where  by  drawing  no  dividends  for  eleven  years,  the  value  of 
the  system  had  been  increased  by  over  that  amount.  Re  Bethel 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  No.  655,  March  22,  1916. 

In  Re  Standard  Oil  Co.  Dec.  No.  3129,  App.  No.  2100,  February 
25,  1916,  the  California  Commission  authorized  the  issue  of  $24.- 
843,330  capital  stock  as  a  stock  dividend,  it  appearing  from  tb*» 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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books  of  the  company  that  it  has  a  surplus  representing  ibccumulatcd 
eamingB  of  $44,852,263.02  and  no  bonded  indebtedness. 

In  Be  OwosBO  Gaslight  Co.  I>-d47,  March  23,  1916,  thaMidiigaa 
Commission  authorized  the  petitioner  to  increase  its  capital  stock 
from  $90,000  to  $135,000,  and  to  issue  $45,000  thereof  as  a  stock 
diyidend  to  stockholders,  such  issue  to  be  charged  against  accumu- 
lated surplus  or  money  expended  from  the  treasury  for  improTe- 
mentSy  it  appearing  that  the  company  had  expended  from  surplus 
earnings  otherwise  available  for  dividends  the  sum  of  $45,000  for 
improvements. 

In  the  followiag  cases  the  Ohio  Commission  authorized  the  issue 
of  stock  and  notes  to  be  distributed  pro  rata  among  stockholders  to 
reimburse  them  for  moneys  actually  spent  from  income  for  construc- 
tion, additions,  and  improvements,  which  might  otherwise  have  been 
disbursed  as  dividend:  Be  Perry  County  Teleph.  Co.  No.  438,  Feb- 
ruary 24,  1916 ;  Be  Bushville  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  No,  440,  February 
34,  1916;  Be  Frazeyburg  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  No.  441,  February  24, 
1916;  Be  Sugar  Grove  Teleph.  Co.  No.  442,  February  24^  1916; 
Be  Carroll  Teleph,  Co.  No.  439,  February  24,  1916. 


mssotfRi  PUBiiic  service:  commission. 

BE  BATES  OF  THE  MISSOUBI  SOUTHBBN  BAILBOAD 
COMPANY,  BUNKEB-CXJLLEE  LUMBEB  COMPANY,  et 
al..  Interveners. 

BE  VALUATION  OF  THE  MISSOURI  SOUTHEBN 
BAILBOAD  COMPANY. 

[Cases  Nos.  52  and  176.] 

(3  Mo,  P.  S.  C.  1.) 

Tdluation  —  Bate  making  —  Factors  to  he  considered* 

1.  In  fixing  the  value  of  property  for  rate  making,  consideration 
may  be  given  to  the  original  coat,  the  cost  of  reproduetion  nevr,  the 
amount  and  market  value  of  securities,  and  the  earning  value. 

Tdluation  — >  Boole  value  — >  Elvidence. 

2.  The  actual  investment  as  shown  by  competent  examination  of  a 
utility's  books  is  substantial  evidence  of  the  investment  in  useful  prop- 
erty to  be  considered  in  a  rate  valuation. 

faluation'-^  Factors  to  be  considered  ^^  Booh  value* 

8.  Great  weight  should  be  given  in  a  rate  valuation  to  the  original 
cost  of  a  railroad  plus  additions  and  betterments,  ^hen  aeeompanied 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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with  evidence  as  to  the  original  Talue^  and  i^[ipreeiatloB  aad  depreda- 
tion. 
VdluatUm^  Overhead  charges '•^  Mntereat  during  o<meCn4of<en. 

4.  Interest  during  construction  should  be  charged  onlv  on  new  oon- 
struction  work,  and  not  on  replacements  made  while  operating  a  rail- 
road^ in  fixing  the  original  cost  as  a  factor  in  a  rate  yaluation. 

Valuation'^ Booh  value -^ Property  sold— 'Accounting. 

5.  The  price  paid  for  farms  by  a  railroad  and  charged  to  ''right  of 
way  and  station  grounds/'  but  not  credited  to  that  account  when  sold, 
should  be  deducted  in  fixing  the  book  cost  in  a  rate  valuation. 

Valuation  — >  Overhead  charges  —  Engineering  —  An^ount. 

6.  An  allowance  of  3  per  cent  of  railroad  construction  items,  ex- 
cluding land,  rather  than  5  per  cent,  was  made  for  engineering  of  a 
comparatively  simple  character,  in  fixing  the  cost  of  reproduction  new 
for  use  in  a  rate  valuation. 

Valuation  —  Overhead    charges  —  Engineering  »  BepreeiaUon. 

7.  Deduction  for  depreciation  should  be  made  from  the  reprodao- 
tlon  cost  new  of  engineering  in  a  railroad  rate  Taluation,  since  the  cost 
of  engineering  is  a  part  of  the  cost  of  property  as  a  whole  and  depre- 
ciates with  the  property. 

Valuation  ^Railroads  ^Lands'— Station  yards'— Property  not  used. 

8.  Forty-two  acres  of  a  148.3  acre  track  was  held  adequate  in  a 
rate  valuation  for  station  yards  at  a  terminus  of  a  railroad  having  70 
miles  of  track  and  a  small  amount  of  rolling  stock,  and  operating  only 
one  train  eaoh  way  daily  with  no  probability  of  a  material  expansion  of 
business. 

Valuation  —  BaUroad  —  Land  —  Consideration   expressed  — >  Evidence. 

9.  The  consideration  in  railroad  right  of  way  deeds  is  prima  facie 
evidence  of  the  amount  paid,  to  be  considered  with  other  factors  in  a 
rate-valuation  proceeding. 

Valuation— 'Railroads— 'Bight  of  way— 'Cost  of  acquisition --^ Market 
value  —  Appreciation. 

10.  The  actual  cost  in  excess  of  the  market  value  of  contiguous  land, 
necessarily  incurred  by  a  railroad  in  acquiring  its  right  of  way,  should 
be  allowed  in  a  rate  valuation,  in  addition  to  a  value  equal  to  the 
present  increased  market  value  of  the  contiguous  land. 

Valuation^ Railroad^ Bight  of  u>ay— 'Market  value '•^ AppreeiatUm. 

11.  A  railroad  right  of  way,  acquired  without  substantial  consider- 
ation aad  below  the  market  value  of  contiguous  land,  may  be  valued 
for  rate  making  on  the  basis  of  the  present  increased  market  value  of 
the  contiguous  land. 

Valuation  —  Bailroads  —  Grading  —  Appt^ciatian  —  Adaptation  and 
solidifieation. 

12.  The  appreciation  on  grading  due  to  adaptation  and  solidifica- 
tion of  the  roadbed  may  be  included  in  a  railroad  rate  valuation. 

Valuation  —  Bailroads  ««  Ties — netaHied  estimate. 

13.  An  appraisal  of  railroad  ties  made  after  an  aetoal  emmt  aad 
quality  classification  for  600  feet  in  every  mils  «f  traok,  witb  unit 
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prices  sufficiently  high  to  cover  purchaaes,  and  properly  depreciated, 
was  adopted  in  a  rate  Taluatioiu 
faluatitm  —  BaUroada  —  Raiis. 

14.  An  appraisal  of  railroad  rails  based  on  a  cost  of  ^1.60  a  ton, 
for  which  they  could  have  been  bought  at  any  time  within  the  last  ten 
years,  and  depreciated  13  per  cent,  was  preferred  in  a  rate  valuation  to 
one  based  on  a  cost  of  |82.50  a  ton,  depreciated  10  per  cent. 

Vahioiion'^  Railroads '•^  Ballast '^Construction  as  a  whole, 

15.  The  cost  ol  reproduction  of  railroad  ballast  dM>u}d  not  be  based 
on  piecemeal  construction,  since  reproduction  as  a  whole  should  only 
be  oonsidered. 

YahioHon  —  BaUroada  -*  €kverhead  charges. 

16.  An  allowance  of  1  per  cent  for  organization,  legal,  stationery, 
printing,  and  tax '  expenses  during  the  construction  of  a  small  rail- 
road, was  held  ample  in  a  rate  valuation. 

Yahtatitni -- €yverhead   charges '^  Interest   during   constmction '^  DC' 
predation. 

17.  An  allowance  for  interest  on  money  during  construction  should 
be  depreciated  in  fixing  the  reproduction  cost  new  less  depreciation  in  .h 
railroad  rate  valuation. 

Valuation '^Bailro€ids~'Worlcing  capital  and  stores '^  Amount, 

18.  The  sum  of  $20,000  is  an  ample  allowance  for  working  capital 
and  stores  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  railroad  that  has  $9,512  of  stores  on 
hand,  average  monthly  expenses  of  $10,000,  and  that  collects  passenger 
fares  in  advance,  although  payment  of  outgoing  freight  charges  is  con- 
siderably delayed. 

Yaluation  ^  Beprodtiction  cost  new  less  depreciation '^Weight  given 
—  Accounting. 

19.  Great  weight  was  given  to  reproduction  cost  new  less  deprecia- 
tion in  a  railroad  rate  valuation,  on  the  ground  that  depreciation  due 
to  age,  wear,  and  tear,  and  the  effect  of  the  elements,  must  still  be 
considered,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  charging  of  certain  renewals, 
such  as  replacement  of  ties,  to  maintenance,  as  provided  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission's  system  of  uniform  accounting,  tended  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  the  investment. 

Yaluatian  ^  System  as  an  entirety. 

20.  A  railroad  rate  valuation  should  be  based  on  the  system  as  an 
entirety,  and  not  by  the  sum  of  separate  items  of  value,  although  such 
items  diould  be  considered. 

Apportionment  —  Values  —  Railroads. 

21.  The  apportioning  of  the  value  of  railroad  property  between  in- 
terstate ahd  intrastate,  passenger  and  freight,  carload  and  less  than  car- 
load services,  is  largely  dependent  upon  the  bases  used  in  apportioning 
expenses. 

BeCiffH  —  Interest  on  unfunded  debt  —  Operating  expense. 

22.  Interest  on  unfunded  debt  should  be  treated  as  part  of  tile  re- 
tnm,  rather  than  as  an  operation  expense,  in  a  rate  proceeding. 

Betum -^  Operating  expense -^  Ahnorm,al  expense -^  Accounting. 

28.  An  abnormal  expense  for  maintenance  of  way  and  structures  ia 
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a  single  year  should  not  be  charged  to  operating  expenses  for  that 
year,  but  should  be  distributed  over  a  larger  period^  in  determining 
the  amount  of  operating  expenses  in  a  railroad  riate  inquiry. 
Depreoi€Uion^^Factor0  to  be  considered. 

24.  An  estimate  of  accrued  depreciation,  although  not  representing 
an  actual  expenditure,  was  taken  into  consideration  in  connection  with 
an  allowance  for  depreciation  reserve,  in  ascertaining  operating  ex- 
penses. 

Apportionment '^HevenueS'^ Railroads'^ Base  of  service  performed. 

25.  In  apportioning  the  revenues  of  an  intrastate  railroad  between 
interstate  and  intrastate  service,  freight,  switching,  and  car  service 
revenues  were  located  direct  to  intrastate  and  interstate  as  actuall|r 
reserved;  passenger  and  excess  baggage  revenues  to  intrastate,  no  in- 
terline tickets  being  honored;  mail  revenue  to  intrastate,  the  company 
having  no  responsibility  beyond  its  lines;  and  storage  from  less  than  car- 
load trafiSc,  telephone  revenue,  rents,  and  miscellaneous  to  intrastate. 

Apportionment  —  Eocpensea  —  Railroad  •»  Ton^mMe  hasts. 

26.  Operating  expenses  of  an  intrastate  railroad  carrying  passengers 
on  mixed  trains  only  were  apportioned  under  a  formula  baaed  fundamen- 
tally upon  gross-ton  miles  for  separating  passenger,  carload,  and  less 
than  carload  service,  and  net-ton  miles  for  separating  intrastate  from 
interstate  service  without  an  excess  cost  for  either  service,  the  result 
being  within  1  per  cent  of  an  apportionment  on  the  basis  of  only  gross- 
ton  miles. 

Return  —  Railroads  —  Reasonableness. 

27.  Riites  yielding  a  return  of  0.46  per  cent  for  passenger  service 
and  4.06  per  cent  for  carload  freight  ^ervice  axe  inadequate;  but  a  re- 
turn of  15.89  per  cent  for  less  than  carload  freight  service  is  ample,  if 
not  unreasonably  high. 

Return-'' Railroads '^Passenger  fare  ^Increase  fare* 

28.  An  inadequate  2  cents  a  mile  railroad  passenger  fare  was  in- 
creased to  3  cents,  rather  than  4  cents,  upon  consideration  of  the  worth 
of  the  service,  that  the  carrier  had  voluntarily  charged  only  3  cents 
prior  to  a  compulsory  reduction,  and  that  the  increase  might  yield  a  re- 
turn of  7  per  cent;  and  upon  condition  that  the  carrier  would  sell  round- 
trip  tickets  at  a  10  per  cent  reduction  and  bearer  and  coupon  mileage 
books  at  2ik  cents  a  mile. 

Rates '''Railroad'^  Passenger  fares  ^Fractional  mileage. 

29.  A  fraction  of  one-half  mile  or  over  may  be  considered  a  mile, 
in  computing  a  railroad  passenger  fare. 

Rates '^RaUrofidS'^Freight^^  Class  rates -- Basis  of  formulation. 

30.  In  formulating  a  scheme  of  railroad  class  rates,  it  is  proper  to 
ascertain  a  just  first-class  rate  and  to  base  the  other  classes  upon  a 
given  percentage  of  such  rate. 

Rates -^  Railroads -- Division  of  through  rate  ^  Consideration  in  ra$^ 
making. 

31.  An  amount  received  on  a  division  of  a  through  rate  by  the  initial 
railroad  in  excess  of  its  local  rate  cannot  be  deducted  from  its  reve- 
nue in  rate  making,  where  the  excess  is  based  upon  the  reduction  in  ex- 
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.  pense  to  the  subsequeBt  carriers  in  eoHcithig  the  trafflo,  fumiahiBg  and 
placing  the  cars  for  loading,  and  otherwise  starting  the  shipment. 
2>is€^fnination  —  Mates  —  Bailroads  —  Distances, 

32.  A  lumber  commodity  rate  starting  at  5  cents  for  each  haul  up 
to  and  including  26  miles,  advancing  at  the  rate  of  ^  cent  for  each  ad- 
diti<mal  25  miles  or  fraction,  unjustly  proportions  the  burden  of  as- 
pense  between  the  various  distances,  since  5  miles  is  the  proper  factor 
on  which  to  base  rates  for  short  distances,  and  the  rate  of  increase  for 
additional  distance  should  decrease  as  the  haul  increases. 

IHscrimination  -*•  Bailroads  -*•  Rates  »  Riscrimination    "between    eont- 
modiUes'^  Factors  affecting. 

33.  Weighty  liability,  and  class  of  equipment  used,  must  be  consid- 
ered in  fixing  railroad  commodity  rates,  in  order  that  the  expense  be 
properly  distributed  between  the  commodities. 

Boies  —  Bailroads — Freight  —  Multiples. 

34.  In  computing  charges  under  railroad  freight  rates,  fractions  of 
a  cent  one  to  five  tenths  may  be  dropped,  and  six  to  nine  tenths  called 
one. 

Bates  —  Railroad  •»  Freight  —  Minimum,  toeight  —  Privilege  of  shipper 
to  specify* 

35.  A  shipper  calling  for  a  car  of  specified  size  and  in  common  use 
for  the  traffic  to  be  handled  is  entitled  to  have  his  shipment  accepted 
and  billed  by  the  carrier  subject  to  the  minimum  weight  applicable  on 
the  equipment  ordered,  although  a  car  of  greater  carrying  capacity  is 
furnished,  unless  the  shipper  loads  the  car  in  excess  of  the  carrying 
capacity  of  the  equipment  ordered. 

Bates  —  BaUroads  •—  Passenger  —  Baggage. 

30.  The  carrying  of  150  pounds  of  baggage  free  with  each  adult  pas- 
senger and  75  pounds  with  each  half-fare  ticlcet  was  held  reasonable. 
Rates  —  Railroads  —  Passenger  —  Children. 

37.  A  charge  of  one  half  the  adult  fare  for  children  between  the 
ages  of  five  and  twelve  years,  and  the  free  carriage  of  children  under 
five  years  of  age,  was  held  reasonable. 

Rates -^  Railroads '-•' Passenger  ~^  Multiples  of  five -^  Minimum,. 

38.  A  charge  of  the  sum  nearest  to  five  or  naught  may  be  made  for 
a  railroad  passenger  fare,  provided  that  the  minimum  is  not  less  than 
5  cents. 

Rates '^  BiMroads  ^  Excess  charge  ^  Passenger  pacing  fare  on  tratn 
—  Refund. 

39.  An  excess  charge  of  10  cents  may  be  exacted  from  passengers 
paying  fare  on  trains  when  ample  opportunity  has  been  afforded  for  the 
purchase  of  a  ticket,  provided  that  the  excess  is  refunded  upon  pres- 
entation of  the  receipt. 

[November  10,  1915.] 

TBOCEjsDma  under  §  47  of  the  Public  Service  Service  Com- 
mission law  for  the  fixing  of  reasonable  rates'  on  the  Missouri 
Southern  Railroad ;  and  proceeding  under  §  60  of  the  law  to  fix 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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the  value  of  the  railroad.  The  value  of  the  useful  property  was 
fixed  at  $823,000  upon  considering  that  the  railroad  was  a  going 
concern  in  successful  operation,  and  taking  into  account  engineer- 
ing, supervision,  interest  during  construction,  organization,  and 
general  expense,  contingencies,  insurance,  general  contractor's 
profit,  promotion,  and  other  development  expenses,  and  working 
capital,  including  all  other  elements  of  value,  tangible  and  in- 
tangible. The  carload  and  less  than  carload  class  rates  were  found 
not  to  be  unreasonably  low;  the  maximum  commodity  freight 
rates  and  passenger  rates  were  held  to  be  inadequate;  lumber  and 
rates  of  allied  products  were  found  to  be  discriminatory  as  to 
distances  and  as  between  commodities ;  and  new  rates  were  estab- 
lished which  are  set  out  in  the  order. 

Motions  for  rehearing  overruled  January  17,  1916,  and  Feb- 
ruary 14,  1916. 

Appearances :  Edward  A.  Lozier  and  J.  B.  Daniel  for  appli- 
cant; J.  A.  Morgan  for  Pioneer  Cooperage  Company;  R.  A. 
Knapp  for  United  Commercial  Travelers;  E.  J.  Bean  and 
William  G.  Busby  for  the  Commission. 

Kennish  and  Shaw,  Commissioners:  I.  The  Missouri  South- 
ern Railroad  Company,  a  domestic  corporation,  filed  the  applica- 
tion herein  July  2,  1913,  based  upon  §  47  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  law,  alleging  that  the  statutory  rates  for  the  trans- 
portation of  freight  and  passengers  on  its  line  of  railroad  are  un- 
reasonable, unjust,  and  confiscatory  of  applicant's  property,  and 
praying  the  Commission  to  increase  such  rates  above  tiie  maxi- 
mum prescribed  by  law.  Supplementary  to  said  application  and 
in  accordance  with  the  procedure  in  such  cases,  an  order  was 
made  and  entered  by  the  Commission  October  28, 1913,  providing 
for  a  valuation  of  applicant's  property,  as  authorized  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  law,  "in  order  that  the  Commission 
may  be  enabled  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  the  passenger 
and  freight  rates  now  being  charged  by  said  company  and  to  fix 
reasonable  maximum  passenger  and  freight  rates  to  be  hereafter 
charged,"  etc.  It  was  further  provided  in  said  order  that  appli- 
cant make  and  file  with  the  Commission  "a  full  and  complete 
inventory  ...  of  its  property  used  in  the  service  of  the  public 
in  the  state  of  Missouri,  showiag  separately  each  kind  and  class, 
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and  tihe  quality  and  quantity  of  each  kind  and  elasa,  of  its  projh 
erty,  together  with  statement  of  its  original  book  cost  and  an 
estimate  of  its  reproduction  value  and  present  vahie;"  and  also 
'^that  the  engineers,  accountants,  agents,  employees,  inspectors, 
and  examiners  of  the  Commission  make  a  full  and  complete  in- 
spection and  examination  of  all  the  books,  accounts,  and  property 
of  the  said  Missouri  Southern  Railroad  Company,  and  determine 
and  report  a  true  and  correct  inventory  and  appraisal  of  the 
property  of  the  said  company  now  used  for  the  public,  and  a 
report  covering  the  financial  history  of  the  said  company,  its 
capitalization,  and  indebtedness,  and  also  a  true  and  oorrect 
analysis  of  all  the  income  and  expense  accounts  of  the  same  com- 
pany/' 

Thereafter,  to  wit,  April  29,  1914,  the  Commission,  upon 
due  consideration,  made  an  order  dismissing  the  application  on 
the  ground  that  the  Commission  was  without  authority  to  increase 
the  said  rates  and  charges  above  the  maximum  fixed  by  the  laws 
of  this  state.  Whereupon,  proceedings  were  instituted  by  appli- 
cant in  the  supreme  court  of  this  state  to  determine  the  question 
as  to  the  power  of  the  Commission  in  the  premises.  It  was 
decided  by  that  body  that  the  Commission  was  possessed  of  such 
power,  and  a  writ  of  mandamus  was  accordin^y  issued  command- 
ing the  Commission  to  set  aside  the  said  order  dismissing  the 
application,  to  reinstate  the  proceeding,  and  to  proceed  and  hear 
the  same,  to  the  end  that  the  matter  be  disposed  of  as  the  facts 
should  warrant.  On  the  6th  day  of  July,  1914,  the  Commission, 
in  obedience  to  said  writ,  rescinded  its  action  dismissing  the  ap« 
plication  and  reinstated  the  case  on  its  docket  for  further  hearing 
as  provided  by  law. 

The  company  and  the  engineers  and  accountants  of  the  Com- 
mission, having  filed  written  reports  as  required  by  the  order 
of  the  Commission,  it  was  agreed  that  both  cases  should  be  con- 
solidated and  heard  as  one  proceeding.  Several  hearings  were 
thereafter  held  before  the  full  Commission  at  Jefferson  City, 
at  which  much  testimony  was  introduced,  and  the  case  was  argued 
and  submitted  for  decision  on  the  29th  day  of  March,  1915, 
counsel  for  applicant  and  counsel  for  the  Commissi<m  having 
later  filed  helpful  briefs. 

Applicant's  railroad  extends  from  the  town  of  Leeper,  Wayne 
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county,  this  state,  on  the  main  line  of  the  Iron  Mountain  railway, 
in  an  irregular  course,  but  generally  in  a  northwesterly  direction, 
to  the  town  of  Bunker  in  Reynolds  county,  the  entire  length  of 
the  line  being  54.2  miles.  Near  the  Bunker  terminus  short 
spurs,  one  on  each  side,  extend  for  a  distance  of  about  5  miles 
from  the  main  line.  The  towns  along  this  road  are  small,  the 
territory  traversed  roi^^h,  and  with  the  exception  of  some  valley 
land,  is  unfertile  and  valuable  only  for  grazing  purposes  when 
the  timber  is  removed.  This  land  was  originally  covered  with 
timber,  and  that  product  constitutes  its  main  value.  The  railroad 
was  built  chiefly  to  afford  a  means  of  transporting  the  timber 
product  to  market.  It  is  estimated  that  30  per  cent  of  the  timber 
yet  remains,  and  that  it  will  all  be  marketed  within  fifteen  years. 

The  territory  served  by  this  railroad  is  limited  on  one  side 
by  the  Black  river  and  on  the  other  by  the  Current  river,  on 
both  of  which  ties  and  log^  are  rafted.  The  general  course  of 
these  rivers  opposite  Bunker  is  in  a  southeasterly  direction,  each 
being  some  6  to  8  miles  distant  from  the  line  of  railroad.  No 
traflSc  is  received  from  beyond  either  river  or  south  of  Leeper, 
and  therefore  the  territory  tributary  to  this  railroad,  speaking 
roughly,  is  from  12  to  16  miles  wide,  and  extends  from  Leeper 
to  a  line  about  8  or  10  miles  beyond  Bunker,  a  distance  of  60 
odd  miles. 

The  road  was  constructed  piecemeal,  as  the  demand  for  an 
additional  supply  of  timber  arose,  by  reason  of  the  available 
timber  being  cut  and  removed.  While  the  record  is  not  clear  as 
to  the  dates  of  the  several  extensions,  it  appears  that  the  first 
10  miles  were  constructed  soon  after  the  organization  of  the  com- 
pany in  1884;  other  extensions  were  made  from  time  to  time,  the 
last  10  miles  being  built  in  the  years  1908-9.  The  road  as 
originally  built  was  a  narrow-gauge  track,  but  it  was  reconstructed 
as  a  standard  gauge  in  1907.  There  are  a  number  of  heavy 
grades  and  sharp  curves  on  the  line,  but  it  is  well  constructed 
and  maintained  for  a  road  of  its  class  and  considering  the  traffic 
to  be  served. 

Ninty  per  cent  of  applicant's  business  consists  of  the  trans- 
portation of  forest  products.  The  country  being  sparsely  settled 
and  there  being  no  traffic  connection  with  another  railroad  at 
the  Bunker  terminus,  the  passenger  business  is  quite  light  and 
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is  conducted  on  a  mixed  freight  and  passenger  train,  making  a 
daily  round  trip  from  the  station  at  the  town  of  Leeper. 

When  the  present  maximunr  freight  and  passenger  rate  statutes 
were  enacted,  in  the  year  1907,  this  road  was  less  than  45  miles 
in  length,  and  therefore  was  in  class  "D,"  as  defined  by  §  3231, 
Bev.  Stat.  1909,  and  was  not  subject  to  said  statutes.  The  line 
was  shortly  thereafter  extended  so  as  to  exceed  45  miles  in  length ; 
and,  although  the  enforcement  of  said  maximum  rate  statutes 
was  not  enjoined  as  to  applicant,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  other 
railroads,  applicant  charged  in  excess  of  said  maximum  rates 
until  the  16th  day  of  July,  1913,  after  the  validity  of  said  maxi- 
miun  rate  statutes  had  been  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States.  On  the  last-mentioned  date,  applicant,  under 
protest,  filed  its  schedule  of  rates  with  this  Commission  in  con- 
formity with  the  rates  prescribed  by  said  statutes,  and  said  rates 
have  ever  since  been  in  force  and  effect  on  applicant's  line. 

Other  material  facts,  shown  by  the  testimony,  will  be  stated 
in  connection  with  the  questions  hereinafter  discussed. 

In  this  report  we  have  fdr  disposition  two  separate  cases: 
(1)  A  proceeding  based  upon  §  47,  Public  Service  Commission 
law,  for  the  fixing  of  reasonable  rates  on  applicant's  line  of  rail- 
road; and  (2)  a  proceeding  under  §  60  of  said  law,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  the  value  of  applicant's  jJi-operty.  The  latter 
will  be  considered  first. 

11.  The  property  under  consideration  consists  of  a  single-track 
railroad  some  54  miles  in  length  between  its  termini  Leeper 
and  Bunker,  with  two  industrial  spurs,  which,  together  with 
side  tracks  and  yard  tracks,  make  a  total  track  mileage  of  ap- 
proximately 70  miles.  From  its  junction  with  the  Iron 
Mountain  railroad  at  Leeper,  in  Wayne  county,  it  runs  north- 
west to  Bunker  in  Reynolds  county,  most  of  the  road  being  in 
Beynolds  county.  Two  industrial  spurs  branch  off  at  Dairyville 
and  Corridon  near  its  western  terminus.  The  road  was  built 
at  various  times  between  1884  and  1908,  apparently  the  first 
nine  miles  in  1887  and  the  last  10  miles  in  1908.  Though 
incorporated  as  a  common  carrier  in  1884,  the  line  was  operated 
as  a  narrow-gauge  road  with  40-pound  steel  until  1907,  when  it 
was  changed  to  standard  gauge  and  60-pound  rail  placed  on  the 
main  line.     The  spurs  and  sidings  are  laid  with  40-pound  steel. 
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Both  white  and  red  oak  ties  are  used.    Gravel  is  used  for  ballast. 
In  1912  the  road  was  reported  at  about  one  third  ballasted. 

There  are  many  sharp  curves  and  heavy  grades  on  the  main 
track,  the  curvature  approximating  30  per  cent  of  the  mileage 
and  of  the  54  miles  of  main  line  there  are  only  3  miles  of  level 
track.  There  are  forty  ascending  grades  west  bound,  with  a  total 
ascent  of  2,001  feet,  the  n;Laximum  and  ruling  grade  being  3^ 
per  cent  uncompensated  on  a  curve  of  9  degrees  and  36  minutes. 
East  bound  there  are  thirty-two  ascending  grades,  with  a  total 
ascent  of  1,077  feet,  the  maximum  and  ruling  grade  being  3,000 
feet  of  24  per  cent  grade  on  a  9-degree  curve.  There  are  steep 
hills  at  Garwood,  Oakley,  and  Red  Oak,  10,  24,  and  34  miles 
from  Leeper,  which  have  controlling  grades  of  over  3  per  cent 
against  west-bound  and  over  2^  per  cent  against  east-bound 
traffic  The  regular  west-bound  train  hauls  thirteen  empty  cars 
up  Garwood  hill,  nineteen  up  Oakley,  and  fifteen  up  Red  Oak 
hill,  and  returning  hauls  ten  loaded  cars  up  Red  Oak  hill,  and 
seven  up  Oakley  and  Garwood  hills.  When  the  train  exceeds  the 
above  limits,  cars  are  cut  out  and  hauled  up  the  grades  in  sections, 
the  process  known  as  "doubling  the  hills."  Generally,  the  width 
of  the  right  of  way  is  50  feet  through  agricultural  land  and  100 
feet  through  timber  and  "cutover^'  land,  with  the  exception  of  a 
200-foot  right  of  way  through  Ellington. 

In  all  there  are  some  80  pile  trestles,  and  there  is  one  steel 
bridge  over  the  Black  river  at  Leeper.  There  are  substantial 
depots  at  the  more  important  points,  such  as  Ellington,  Corridon, 
Reynolds,  and  Bunker,  and  a  joint  depot  is  maintained  by  this 
road  and  the  Iron  Moimtain  at  Leeper.  Besides  this  at  Leeper, 
there  is  a  power  house,  a  shop,  and  engine  house,  and  a  general 
office  building. 

The  equipment  consists  of  four  locomotives,  two  combination 
coaches,  one  baggage  car,  nine  wooden  flat  cars,  and  one  tool  car. 
Three  of  the  locomotives  weigh  about  60  tons  each,  one  being  an 
8-wheel  passenger  engine,  and  two  of  them  Mogul  freight  engines, 
besides  one  Shay  geared  locomotive  of  50  tons. 

Five  section  gangs  of  four  men  each  are  employed  to  keep 
the  track  in  condition.  There  are  two  train  crews, — one  regular 
and  one  extra. 

This  road  is  located  about  midway  between  two  streams  from 
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•  to  8  miles  distant  on  each  side.  The  country  is  very  thinly 
populated,  and  the  towns  are  small.  Ellington  and  Bunker  are 
the  larger  towns,  having  approximately  500  population  each. 
Altogether  some  3,000  or  3,500  people  are  served  by  this  road. 
The  traffic  consists  largely  of  Imnber  and  ties.  It  is  estimated 
that  about  75  per  cent  of  the  timber  has  already  been  cut,  and 
that  at  the  normal  rate  the  remainder  will  be  cut  in  fifteen  years, 
and  that  it  would  not  be  profitable  to  extend  the  road  further, 
nor  to  undertake  an  expensive  realignment  to  reduce  the  heavy 
grades.  ^ 

III.  Applicwnfs  Investment  in  Property  Devoted  to  Public 

Service. 

[1»  2]  To  determine  the  fair  present  value  of  applicant's 
property,  we  believe  it  to  be  essential  to  consider  all  evidence 
having  any  bearing  upon  value,  as  well  as  to  consider  all  elements 
of  value,  to  arrive  at  a  just  amount  representing  such  fair 
present  value  of  the  property  used  and  useful  in  serving  the 
public.  The  prc^r  rule  for  valuation  has  been  stated  in  a 
leading  case,  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  U.  S.  1.  o.  546,  42  L.  ed.  849, 
18  Sfojp.  Ot  Rep.  418,  where  it  was  said :  "We  hold,  however, 
that  the  basis  of  all  calculations  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  rates 
to  be  charged  by  a  corporation  maintaining  a  highway  under 
legislative  sanction  must  be  the  fair  value  oft  the  propeorty  being 
used  by  it  fw  the  convenience  of  the  public  And  in  order  to 
ascertain  diat  value  the  original  cost  of  construction,  tiie  amount 
expended  in  permanent  improvements,  the  amount  and  market 
value  of  its  bonds  and  stock,  the  present  as  compared  with  the 
original  cost  of  construction,  the  probable  earning  capacity  of 
the  property  under  particular  rates  prescribed  by  statute,  and 
the  sum  required  to  meet  operating  expenses,  are  all  matters  for 
consideration,  and  are  to  be  given  such  weight  as  may  be  just 
and  right  in  each  case.  •  .  .  What  the  company  is  entitled  to 
ask  is  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  that  which  it  employs  for 
the  public  ocmvenience.  On  the  other  hand,  what  the  public 
is  entitled  to  demand  is  that  no  more  be  exacted  from  it  for  the 
use  of  a  public  highway  than  the  services  rendered  by  it  are 
reasonably  worth.'' 

This  rule  has  been  followed  by  courts  and  commissions  in 

determining  fair  present  value  with  so  few  exceptions  as  to 
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merely  prove  the  rule,  so,  in  addition  to  a  consideration  of  the 
corporate  history  of  the  public  service  corporation,  including  a 
study  of  stock  and  bond  issues,  their  market  value,  the  amount 
of  money  received  from  such  issues  of  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  and 
other  evidences  of  indel>tedness,  the  actual  investment  as  shown 
by  competent  examination  of  the  books  of  the  .  company  is 
substantial  evidence  of  the  investment  in  property  used  in  the 
service  of  the  public,  and  should  be  given  due  consideration  in 
arriving  at  fair  present. value. 

[3]  In  the  issues  before  us  we  are  aided  by  the  fact  that 
railroad  corporations  for  the  past  eight  years  have  been  required 
by  the  interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  keep  their  accounts 
in  conformity  to  definite  accounting  rules,  and  to  make  certified 
annual  reports,  copies  of  which  imports  have  been  filed  with  this 
Commission  also.  The  accounting  methods  which' railroad  oorpo- 
rations  must  follow,  and  which  we  believe  they  in  good  faith 
attempt. to  follow  in  detail,  provide,  among  other  things,  for 
separation  of  capital  expenditures  from  other  expenditures  and 
disbursements.  In  other  words,  tbey  provide  for  keeping  and 
reporting  from  year  to  year  the  investment  in  road  and  equipment 
and  the  yearly  additions  to  these  accounts.  As  distinguished 
from  the  theory  of  estimating  the  cost  of  reproduciicA,  which  is 
based  upon  estimates  which  are  generally  opinions  of  engineers, 
the  theoiry  of  origpial  cost  plus  the  additiions  and  bettennents, 
or  aa  it  has  been  termed,  the  original  cost  to  date,  ispresents  facte 
as  to  the  e^)enditure8  of  capital  which  are  comparatively  easily 
interpreted  when  accounts  are  pnqperly  kept,  and  such  accounts 
are  (mly  incorrect  when  falsified  or  when  mistakes  are  made  in 
the  entry  of  items.  It  is  true  that,  prior  to  the  estaUisluoent  of 
the  uniform  system  of  accounting  for  railroad  corporations,  errors 
may  have  crept  in,  and  that  proper  separation  of  capital  expendi- 
tures from  other  expenditures  may  not  have  been  made.  But 
there  is  here  a  most  valuable  check  on  the  investment  account, 
in  tiiat  to  make  the  investment,  the  money,  property,  or  labor 
must  have  been  acquired  from  some  source,  either  from  the 
issuance  of  stock,  bonds,  or  other  securities,  or  taken  from  earn- 
ings, or  doiiiated.  If  we  are  not  to  believe  in  the  investment  in 
road  and  equipment,  which  year  by  year  has  been  subject  to 
investigation  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  other 
Commissions,  when  checked  by  the  total  amount  expended,  how 
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can  we  believe  in  the  aocuraej  of  the  annual  revenue  and  expenaeB, 
about  the  analysis  of  which  by  competent  and  unprejudiced 
accopntants  there  is  usually  little  question?  We  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  investinent,  even  when  accurately  and  indisputably 
determined,  constitutes  an  exact  measure  of  the  fair  present 
value,  but  we  do  most  firmly  believe  that  it  should  be  given 
considerable  weight  as  evidence  to  aid  in  the  determination  of 
fair  present  value  considered  together  with  evidence  as  to  the 
value  of  the  property  when  acquired  and  as  to  the  appreciation 
and  depreciation  of  property  items  since  their  purchase- 
Section  2  of  the  Commission'^  order  in  the  valuation  case 
before  us, .  No.  176,  provides,  among  other  things,  that  the 
"Missouri  Southern  Kailroad  Company  file  yrith  the  Commission 
a  fuU  and  complete  inventory  •  /  •  together  with  a  statement 
of  its  original  book  cost.  .  .  ."  In  compliance  with  this  order, 
the  applicant,  through  its  general  mfanager,  Mr.  J»  T.  Fredrieks, 
filed  on  December  30,  1913,  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  book 
cost,  the  total  of  which  amounted  to  (810,432.28. 

In  compliance  vith  §  2  of  the  order  in  case  No.  176,  supra, 
the  Commission's  chief  accountant,  Mr.  J.  M.  McSbane,  filed 
on  August  29,  1914,  a.  report  containing,  among  other  matters, 
the  financial  history  of  the  cimipany,  as  far  as  it  could  be  asceiv 
tained,  its  capitalization  and  indebtedness  and  a  statement  of 
the  investment  as  shown  by  the  books  of  the  company^  the  total 
of  which  amounted  to  $739,946,82.  This  accountant,  reports, 
"from  the  period,  July  1,  1891,  to  September  30,  1901,  a  general 
ledger  comprised  our  sole  source  of  information.  Front  October 
1, 1901,  to  June  30,  1908,  the  only  records  of  transactions  avail- 
able were  a  journal  and  a  general  ledger.  Subsequent  to  June 
30,  1908,  the  records  are  practically  complete;"  and,  referring  to 
the  financial  transactions  and  to  the  capital  stock  account  of  the 
company,  "the  minutes  of  a  meeting  held  December  13,  1889, 
show  that  the  stockholders  authorized  the  sale  of  the  road  to 
James  L.  Clarkson  and  James  L.  Clarkson,  Jr.,  for  the  sum  of 
$30,000.  For  the  period,  June,  1891,  to  January,  1907,  the 
records  would  indicate  that  Clarkson  Sawmill  Company  handled 
all  financial  transactions  of  this  company,  being  charged  with 
the  earnings,  and  credited  and  charged  with  sundry  disburse- 
ments. During  the  year  of  1900,  Clarkson  Sawmill  Coinpniiy 
was  succeeded  by  the  Laclede  Land  &  Improvement  Company^ 
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and  there  was  issued  and  charged  to  their  aeconnt  capital  stock 
to  the  amount  of  $334,700.  Satisfactory  analysis  of  this  account 
could  not  be  made,  as  there  were  no  records  on  file  from  which 
we  could  verify  charges  and  credits  thereto,*' 

From  the  evidence  it  appears  that  the  applicant  company  was 
incorporated  in  1884  to  construct  and  operate  for  fifty  years  a 
narrow-gauge  railroad  under  the  name  of  the  Mill  Springs, 
Current  River,  &  Bamesville  Railroad,  with  an  authorized 
capital  of  $150,000.  The  incorporators  were  William  S.  Mc- 
"MuUan  of  Oil  City,  Pennsylvania,  74  shares  of  capital  stock; 
Daniel  Qoettel  of  Oil  City,  Pennsylvania,  74  shares;  William 
H.  Morris,  Ironton,  Missouri,  2  shares;  Clark  W.  McCrea, 
Colmansville,  Missouri,  1  share ;  and  Ambrose  B.  Martindale, 
Colmansville,  Missouri,  1  share, — making  a  total  of  162  shares, 
which  at  the  par  value  of  $100  per  share  amounted  to  a  total 
subscription  of  $15,200.  At  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders  of 
the  Mill  Springs,  Current  River,  &  Baraesville  Railroad  Com- 
pany there  was  authorized  the  construction  of  a  10-mile  railroad, 
and  an  assessment  of  80  per  cent  on  152  shares  of  capital  stock 
was  levied,  amounting  to  $4,606.  How  the  additional  money 
and  property  entering  into  the  construction  of  the  first  10  miles 
of  railroad  was  secured  does  not  definitely  appear,  though  up  to 
June  30,  1801,  only  162  shares  of  capital  stock  had  been  issued. 

The  name  of  the  company  was  changed  to  "Missouri  Southern 
Railroad  Company  in  1886.  The  authorized  capital  stock 
was  increased  by  vote  of  the  stockholders  to  $560,000  on  January 
11,  1907,  and  to  $1,260,000  on  December  27,  1913.  The  stock 
issued  and  outstanding  aggregates  4,147  shares  of  the  total  par 
value  of  $414,700,  issued  as  follows: 


Shares 


152 

64S 
2,867.4827 
442.818 


Par  value 


$  15,200.00  Issued  on  or  before  June  30,  1891  to  the  incorpo* 
rators. 
64,800.00  Issued  Oct.  26,  1891  to  the  Clarkson  Sawmill  Co. 
286,748.27  Issued  Jan.,  1907,  to  the  Clarkson  Sawmill  Co. 
44,281.60  Issued  as  stock  dividend. 

Issued  January,  1907,  to  the  Laclede  Land  St  Im- 
3,669.93        provement  Company. 


The  notes  payable  consist  of  one  note  for  $246,191.48,  dated 

January  1,  1913,  in  favor  of  F.  D.  Stout^  the  president  of  the 
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company,  to  reimburse  him  for  payments  made  by  him  on 
behalf  of  this  company  prior  to  Julyj  1911,  There  is  $19,420.37 
accrued  interest  due  Mr.  Stout  on  this  note.  The  Chicago  office 
account  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Stout  on  June  30,  1914,  amounted 
to  $110,451.80.  This  is  the  balance  in  favor  of  the  cooapany 
representing  the  gross  revenues  which  have  been  remitted  monthly 
to  the  Chicago  office,  from  which  have  been  deducted  the  drafts 
drawn  thereon  to  cover  expenses.  No  bonds  have  been  issued 
by  the  company,  and  the  note  for  $246,191.48  represents  the 
entire  capital  indebtedness  of  the  company.  The  surplus  on 
June  30,  1914,  after  some  obvious  corrections  made  by  the  Com- 
mission's chief  accountant,  amotinted  to  $128,962.94. 

The  following  table  shows  in  parallel  columns  the  book  cost 
reported  by  the  applicant  company  and  the  investment  in  road, 
equipment,  and  supplies,  as  reported  and  testified  by  the  Com- 
mission's chief  accountant,  as  at  the  date  June  30^  1914: 

Comparison  of  Investment  in  Road  and  Equipment  as  Shown  by  Commis- 
sion's Accountant  as  of  June  30,  1914,  and  Book.  Cost  as  Shown  by  Com- 
pany  in  Report  Filed  with  Commission  December  30,  1913. 


Right  of  way  and  station  grounds. 

Real  estate 

Grading 

Bridges,  trestles  and  culverts 

Ties 


Rails,  frogs  and  switches  and  other  fastenihgs . . . 

Ballast 

Tracklaying  and  surfacing— roadway  tools 

Fences,  cattle  guards,  crossings  and  signs 

Telegraph  and  telephone  lines 

Station  and  office  buildings  and  fixtures 

Shops,  engine  bouses,  turntables  and  machinery 

and  tools « 

Water  stations 

Fuel  stadons * * . . . 

Miscellaneous  structures 

Transportation  of  men  and  material 

Other  unclassified  items  shown  as 

Sidings  and  spur  track 

MisccSlaneoas 

Engineering 

Legal  expense — administration  and  incidentals . . 

Interest  during  construction 

Equipment 

Material 


Book  cost 
ffled  by  the 
company. 


Invettm^nt 
in  road  and 
eqniimient  re- 
ported by  P.  8. 
C.  accountant. 
I 


$  32,675.37 

6,284.77 

220,067.23 

22,004.46 

30i70».e2 

217,070.63 

36,801.20 

27,165.65 

6,738.10 

2,396.72 

6,263*90 

17,790.39 
2,741." 

410.69 
2,940.89 

309.06 


107,214.08 


60,791.34 
12,124.02 


$810,432.28 


$  29,909.37 

5,050.00. 

216,779.82 

29,276.16 

29,932.97 

213,017.03 

16,481.21 

38,857.88 

5,652.10 

2,395.72 

6,679.81 

18,031.71 
5,179.01 

410.69 
2,779.31 

640.18 

3,015.75 

7,329.72 

26,332.69 

350.00 

12,167.10 

61,166.07 

9,512.43 


$739,046.82 


P.U.R.1916C. 
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[4]  The  exact  reconciliation  of  the  above  statements  is  com- 
plicated somewhat  by  their  being  made  at  different  dates.  The 
book  cost  reported  by  the  company  exceeds  that  found  by  the 
Commission's  accountant  by  $70,485.46.  Most  of  this  ditferenc© 
is  in  one  primary  account,  "interest  during  construction,"  which 
the  accountant  of  the  Commission  reduced  from  $81,416.39  to 
$12,167.19 ;  that  is,  a  reduction  of  $69,249.20,  for  the  reason  that 
the  amount  entered  in  the  books  in  one  entry  of  $81,416.89  in 
June,  1911,  was  based  on  interest  on  sums  furnished  at  various 
times  to  the  company  by  Mr.  F.  D.  Stout,  its  president  and 
principal  stockholder,  from  December,  1906,  to  August,  1910, 
during  which  period  the  40-pound  rail  was  replaced  by  60-pound 
rail,  change  was  made  from  narrow  to  standard  gauge,  and  stand- 
ard-gauge equipment  purchased  in  place  of  narrow-gauge  equip- 
ment, as  well  as  the  construction  of  the  last  10  miles  of  line. 
The  road,  with  the  exception  of  the  last  10  miles,  was  in  opera- 
tion during  this  period,  and  interest  during  construction  should 
properly  be  charged  only  on  new  construction  work,  and  not  on 
replacements  of  parts  of  the  work  when  the  road  is  in  operation/ 
So  the  Commission's  accountant  calculated  for  the  period  of 
approximately  two  years,  during  which  the  extension  of  the  line 
was  ,made,  the  interest  of  6  per  cent  on  amounts  expended  for 
extension  only,  and  found  that  the  sum  for  interest  during  con- 
struction should  have  been  $12,167.19.  From  the  evidence,  we 
believe  this  sum,  $12,167.19,  to  be  the  proper  amount  for  this 
account,  as  reported  by  the  Commission's  accountant,  instead  of 
the  amount  entered  on  the  books  of  the  company  in  June,  1911. 
The  statement  of  the  Commission's  accountant  contained  items 
of  $350  for  incorporation  fees  and  $535  for  engineering,  which 
are  not  included  by  the  company,  as  they  appear  to  have  been 
added  subsequently  to  the  making  of  its  statement. 

[6]  The  Commission's  accountant  corrected  the  account  "right 
of  way  and  station  grounds"  by  deducting  $2,800,  which  was 
originally  charged  into  this  account,  representing  farms  which 
were  purchased  in  addition  to  the  right  of  way;  and  which 
apparently  had  not  been  credited  to  this  account  when  the  farms 
were  disposed  of. 
"  Considering  the  account  'Tballast,'*  the  company's  statement 

shows  an  amount  higher  than  the  Commission's  accountant  by 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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$21,319.99.  The  two  statements  are  not  directly  in  conflict  in 
r^ard  to  this,  as  this  is  the  result  of  an  adjustment  made  between 
the  accounts  '^ballast,"  'Hracklaying  and  surfacing,"  "sidings 
and  spur  tracks,"  and  "miscellaneous,"  the  Commission's  account- 
ant transferring  from  the  account  "ballast"  the  amount  of  $11,-, 
592.25  to  the  account  "tracklaying  and  surfacing,"  as  this  amount 
covered  labor  in  placing  ballast.  "Sidings  and  spur  tracks,"  $3,- 
015.75,  and  "miscellaneous,"  $7,329.72,  are  included  by  the  Com- 
mission's accountant  as  separate  accounts,  but  apparently 
included  in  the  account  ^Tballast"  by  the  company.  Correspond- 
ingly, the  Commission's  accountant  shows  "tracklaying  and  sur- 
facing" $11,592.23  higher  than  the  statement  of  the  company. 

In  the  account  "water  stations,"  the  Commission's  accountant 
is  higher  by  $2,487.15,  due  to  the  cost  of  new  water  stations  added 
after  the  company's  statement  was  made.  So,  as  stated  previous- 
ly, the  main  difference  between  the  statement  of  the  company 
and  of  the  Commission's  accountant  as  to  the  investment  shown 
by  the  books  of  the  company  is  the  difference  in  one  item  of 
"interest  during  construction,"  which  we  think  was  properly  cor- 
rected by  the  Commission's  accountant. 

Prom  the  evidence  it  appears  that  the  total  investment  in 
road  and  equipment,  including  additions  and  betterments,  as 
shown  by  the  books  of  the  applicant  company,  on  the  date  June 
30,  1914,  is  $730,434.39,  made  up  of  investment  in  road,  $663,- 
949.28,  investment  in  equipment,  $60,791.34,  additions  and 
betterments  during  the  year,  $5,693.68,  total  $730,434.30.  Of 
the  $663,949.28  investment  in  road,  the  Commission's  accountant 
could  not  verify  the  expenditures  prior  to  July  1,  1906,  amount- 
ing to  $246,513.09,  by  comparison  of  vouchers,  as  such  vouchers 
were  not  obtainable.  Of  the  remainder  of  the  investment  in  road 
between  June  30,  1906,  and  June  30,  1914,  the  Commission's 
accountant  did  verify  by  comparison  with  the  original  vouchers 
$285,629.34,  but  could  not  verify  $181,806,24,  as  vouchers  to 
that  amount  were  lacking.  That  is,  of  the  total  investment  in 
Toad  the  Commission's  accountant  could  verify  only  $285,629.24, 
and  the  remainder,  $428,820.13,  appears  in  this  account  un- 
supported by  vouchers.  Similarly,  only  $648.05  of  the  invest- 
ment in  equipment  was  verified  out  of  the  total  of  $60,791.34. 

Assuming  that  all  of  the  stock  issued,  except  the  $44,281.80, 
P.U.R.19ieC. 
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issued  as  a  stock  dividend,  was  issued  for  cash  or  property  equiva- 
lent to  the  par  value,  and  including  the  investment  from  the 
sale  of  notes  and  the  investment  from  earnings,  the  total  invest- 
ment appears  as  follows: 

InveBtment  from  stock  issued  (assumed  issued  at  par  for  cash  or 

equivalent)    $870,418.20 

Investment  from  sale  of  note 246,191.48 

Investment  from  surplus  earnings • 113,824.71 

Making  a  total  investment  of   $730,434.39 

This  checks  with  the  book  cost  of  road  and  equipment  within 
9  cents,  in  a  total  of  over  $700,000,  as  evidently  it  should,  if  the 
books  are  properly  kept.  To  this  should  be  added  material  and 
stores,  amounting  to  $9,512.43,  making  the  Commission's  account- 
ant's adjusted  cost  $739,946.82. 

Consideration  of  the  evidence  convinces  us  that  the  total 
investment  cannot  possibly  be  more  than  the  sum  of  $740,000, 
and  there  is  no  direct  evidence  that  it  is  less  than  that  amount. 
We  shall  have  occasion  to  refer  to  the  items  making  up  the  in- 
vestment in  connection  with  our  consideration  of  the  estimates 
of  the  cost  of  reproduction,  and  in  that  way  gain  some  light  as 
to  the  relation  of  value  to  investment  at  the  time  of  acquisition, 
as  well  as  appreciation  or  depreciation  of  the  items. 

rV.  Estimates  of  the  Cost  of  Reproductiotu 

Estimates  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  applicant's  property 
were  made  on  behalf  of  the  company  by  H.  H.  Woodman,  chief 
engineer  of  the  company,  i^id  assistants,  and  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission under  the  affidavit  of  J.  T.  Fredricks,  the  general  man- 
ager. Mr.  Woodman  afterwards  testified  in  regard  to  the  same 
and  as  to  some  changes  which  in  his  opinion  should  be  made. 
Estimates  in  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  were  made 
by  W.  W.  K.  Sparrow  and  assistants,  engineers  of  this  Com- 
mission. These  estimates  will  be  referred  to  respectively  as 
Woodman's  estimates  and  Sparrow's  estimates.  In  addition,  an 
appraisal  was  made  by  H.  K.  Carpenter,  engineer  of  maintenance 
of  way  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  and  Iron  ^Mountain  railways, 
Messrs.  Carpenter,  Sparrow,  and  Woodman  qualified  as  engineers 
experienced  in  railroad  construction,  Mr.  Carpenter  having  over 
thirty  years'  experience.     Carpenter's  appraisal  is  based  upon 
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an  examination  of  the  property  made  by  him  in  two  days  in  May, 
1912,  and  reported  to  Mr.  J.  R.  Stephens,  chief  engineer,  under 
date  of  June  6,  1912.  We  understand  that  this  examination  and 
report  was  undertaken  when  the  Iron  Mounta^  railroad  was 
considering  the  purchase  of  this  property.  A  copy  of  this  report 
is  in  evidence  as  exhibit  No.  3,  This  report  is  mainly  devoted 
to  operating  conditions,  revenues,  and  expenses.  Only  one  para- 
graph has  to  do  with  the  costs,  as  follows:  '^The  road  cost 
approximately  $1,050,000/' 

In  his  testimony  at  the  hearing  witness  Carpenter  raised  this 
amount  to  $1,075,208  by  adding  $25,208  for  ballast  placed  since 
his  first  examination.  He  further  testified  that  $1,075,208  was 
his  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  new,  and  later  that  it 
was  his  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  in  present  condition, 
apparently  making  no  distinction  between  reproduction  new  and 
reproduction  new  less  depreciation  on  the  belief  that  depreciation 
to  present  condition  should  not  be  taken  into  consideration,  but 
rather  should  be  considered  as  taken  care  of  by  the  yearly  mainte- 
nance. There  is  some  intimation  in  his  evidence  that  he  made 
a  detailed,  if  somewhat  hurried,  estimate,  but  we  were  not  favored 
with  the  details.  So  his  estimate  will  have  to  be  considered  as  a 
lump-sum  estimate,  in  regard  to  which  we  have  no  details  to 
compare  with  the  appraisals  of  Woodman  and  Sparrow.  This 
witness  testified  that  there  were  approximately  YO  miles  of  track, 
and  it  is  rather  suggestive  that  his  first  estimate  amounts  to 
exactly  $15,000  per  mile  for  70  miles  of  track. 

The  report  of  the  Missouri  Southern,  filed  under  affidavit  of 
J.  T.  Fredricks,  contains  the  following  estimate  of  the  cost  of 
reproduction  new  and  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  less  deprecia- 
tion, under  the  headings  "Reproduction  Value"  and  "Present 

Value." 

P.U.R.1916C.  40 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


626 


MISSOURI  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 


Estimates  of  Cost  of  Reproducticm  by  Engineers  of  the  Missouri  Southern 

Railroad  Company. 


Items 

* 'Reproduc- 
tion*' value 

^Tresent" 
value 

1.    Land  for  right  of  way,  yards,  and  termi- 
nals   ' 

$     67,654.00 

4,250.00 

262,120.71 

0.00 

41,919.83 

85,238.87 

201,762.60 

7,627.90 

23,879.76 

25,115.00 

56,826.00 

2,556.33 

4,842.00 

569.00 

54.00 

4,188.33 

5,139.00 

3,500.00 

8,560.00 

21,340.00 

3,400,00 

1,100:00 

225.00 

$     67,654.00 

4,250.00 

282,120.71 

0.00 

2.    Real  estate 

3.    Grading 

4.    Tunnels 

5.    Bridges,  trestles,  and  culverts 

28,326.42 

45,580.07 

6.    Ties 

7.     Rails 

181,324.'68 

6,012.48 

19,939.99 

26,116.00 

66,826.00 

2,192.97 

2,421.00 

335.25 

8.    Frogs  and  switches 

9.    Track  fastenings  and  other  material 

10.    Ballast 

11,    Tracklavinar  and  surfacinsr 

12.    Roadway  tools 

13«    Fencing  and  cattle  guards 

14.    Crossings  and  signs 

15.  Interlocking  and  other  signal  apparatus. 

16.  TeleurraDh  and  telenhone  lines 

48.60 
2,119.18 
4,859.00 
3,160.00 

6,283.75 

16,248.34 

2,870.00 

990.00 

17.    Station  Duildings  and  fixtures 

18.    General  office  buildings 

19.    Shop  buildings,  engine  houses,  and  tum- 

20,     Shop  machinery  and  tools 

21.    Water  stations 

22.    Fuel  stations 

23.    Elevators  and  warehouses 

150.00 

24  to  28  omitted 

29.    Miscellaneous  structures 

2,735.00 

2,668.50 

30.    Omitted 

31.    Locomotives 

49,469.70 

8,150,00 

6,378.50 

800.00 

83,449.38 

27,538,26 
12,124.02 

43,622.07 

8,150.00 

3,189.25 

800.00 

32,    Pftflpenger  train  cars  .....,...*  ^ .  ^ 

33.    Freight"train  carp i. 

34.    Miscellaneous  equipment 

Engineering,    legal    expenses,    administration 
and  incidental  expenses— 10%  of  cost 
of  plant  except  equipment 

88,449.33 

37,638.28 
12,124.02 

Interest  during  construction— 6  months'  aver- 
age at  6%  per  annum  on  total  cost  of 
plant  except  equipment 

Material . 

$1,022,403.16 

$919,357.89 

It  appears  that  this  statement  was  lai^ly  the  result  of  Mr. 
Woodman's  opinion,  yet  he  modified  it  when  testifying  by.  adding 
$42,000  as  representing  his  changed  opinion,  increasing  the  total 
from  $1,022,403,16  estimate  of  cost  of  reproduction  new  to 
$1,064,403.16,  and  increasing  his  estimate  of  "present  value" 
from  $919,367.89  to  $961,358.  The  $42,000  added  by  witness 
Woodman  was  on  the  item  "right  of  way,^'  $9,926 ;  on  the  ijtem 
"grading,"  $10,398,  and  on  the  item  "tracklaying  and  surjfac- 
ing,"  $21,676. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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W.  W.  K.  Sparrow,  the  engineer  of  the  Commission,  presented 
estimates  of  the  cost  of  reproducing  defendant's  property  new 
and  in  its  present  condition,  his  summary  of  his  estimates  being 
as  follows : 


Estimates  of  Cost  of  Reproduction  by  W.  W.  K.  Sparrow. 


Road 


'•Cost 
new" 


'•Present 
value" 


1.  Engineering  3% ,  items  3  to  45 

2.  Land  for  transportation  purposes 

3.  Grading 

6.  Bridges,  trestles  and  culverts 

S.  Ties 

9.  Rails 

10.  Other  track  material 

11.  Ballast 

12.  Tracklaving  and  surfacing. ...... 

13.  Right  of  way  fences 

15.  Crossings  and  signs 

16.  Station  and  office  buildings 

17.  Roadway  buildings 

18.  Water  stations 

20.  Shops  and  engine  houses 

26.  Telegraph  and  telephone  lines 

29.  Power  plant  buildings 

37.  Roadway  machines 

38.  Roadway  small  tools 

44.  Shop  machinery 

45.  Power  plant  machinery 


Contingencies  2% ,  items  1  to  44,  exclusive  of  2 . . 


51. 
53. 
54. 

57. 


Equipment 
Steam  locomotives.. 
Freight  train  cars. . . 
Passenger  train  cars 
Work  equipment  . . . 


71.  Organization 

73.  Legal 

74.  Stationery  and  printing. 

75.  Taxes 


1%  item  1  to  57, 
exdonve  of  2  . . 


Interest  during  construction  (Av.  3% ) . 
Working  capital  and  stores 


Grand  total 


$  21,013.00 

32,136.00 
253,273.00 

39,748.00 

67,185.00 
197,366.00 

29,937.00 
7,681.00 

42,179.00 
6,603.00 
1,132.00 

13,716.00 
1,425.00 
9,145.00 
7,221.00 
5,942.00 
2,376.00 
2,247.00 
500.00 

11,153.00 
1,639.00 


9  18,897.00 

32,136.00 

276,096.00 

26,179.00 

47,802.00 

172,516.00 

24,567.00 

7,681.00 

33,878.00 

3,425.00 

671.00 

10,741.00 

996.00 

7,142.00 

4,180.00 

5,368.00 

950.00 

1,874.00 

250.00 

5,353.00 

738.00 


$753,617.00 
14,430.00 


47,114.00 

6,075.00 

13,300.00 

800.00 


$680,940.00 
12,976.00 


87,482.00 

3,038.00 

7,820.00 

320.00 


9  67,289.00 
8,032.00 


25,301.00 
16,000.00 


$  48,660.00 

7,104.00 


22,491.00 
15,000.00 


$883,669.00 


$787,207.00 


Mr.  Sparrow  estimates  that  the  property  can  be  reproduced 
new  for  $883,669,  and  in  its  present  condition  for  $787,207, 
these  estimates  being  lower  than  Woodman^s  estimate  by  $180,'> 
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734  on  "cost  aew"  and  $174,160  on  "present  value,"  the  diffei> 
ence  approximating  20  per  cent  in  the  estimates  of  these  engi- 
neers, which  appear  so  large  as  to  require  comparison  of  some  of 
the  detailed  accounts.  The  main  differences  in  the  summaries  of 
the  estimates  of  Woodman  and  Sparrow  occur  in  the  items  of 
engineering,  land  for  transportation  purposes,  grading,  ties,  rails, 
ballast,  tracklaying  and  surfacing,  shop  machinery,  steam  loco- 
motives, passenger  train  cars  and  contingencies,  legal,  organiza- 
tion, and  administration  expense,  and  interest  during  construc- 
tion. There  were  other  differences,  in  some  of  which  Woodman 
is  higher  and  in  others  Sparrow,  but  the  differences  are  compara- 
tively small. 

[6,  7]  Account  No.  1.     Engineering, 

Woodman's  estimate:    Cost  new   $41,725.00 

Present  value 41,725.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:      Cost  new   21,013.00 

Present  value   18,897.00 

Investment  shown  by  books 26,333.00 

Woodman's  estimate  of  the  cost  of  engineering  is  based  on 
5  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  other  road  items  of  his  estimate, 
including  land,  whereas  Sparrow's  estimate  is  based  on  a  detailed 
study  and  report  of  the  engineering  work  necessary,  the  total  of 
which  approximated  8  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  other  road 
items  of  his  estimate  excluding  land.  As  the  engineering  work 
on  a  road  of  this  character  is  comparatively  simple,  we  believe 
that  the  engineering  could  easily  be  reproduced  for  the  amount 
estimated  by  Sparrow.  Further,  Sparrow  depreciates  this  item, 
which  we  think  is  proper,  as  the  cost  of  engineering  becomes 
incorporated  in  the  cost  of  the  property  as  a  whole  and  would 
disappear  with  the  property.  The  investment  in  engineering 
shown  by  the  books  is  evidently  for  piecemeal  construction,  and 
naturally  shows  a  larger  amount  than  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of 
engineering  for  reproducing  the  property  as  a  whole. 

[8-11]  Account  No.  2.    Land  for  Transportation  Purposes. 

The  company's  summary:    Cost  new $71,904.00 

Present  value  71,904.00 

Woodman's  estimate:           Cost  new   81,S30.0O 

Present  value   81,830.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:            Cost  new    32,136.00 

Present  valne   32,136.00 

Investment  shown  by  books 34,950.00 

PU.R.19I6C. 
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Woodman's  appraisal  of  applicant's  lands  is  as  follows: 

1.  Land  for  Bight  of  Waj^  Yards^  and  Terminals. 

<a)  Totftl  acreac[«  ol  right  of  way 676.64  acres. 

(b)  Market  value  of  surrounding  land,  average $53.00  per  acre. 

JEstimate  of  value: 
Reproduction  value*— 

676.54  acres  at  $100  per  aore   .•••  $67,654.00 

Present  value — 

676.54  acres  at  $100  per  acre 67,664.00 

2.  Eeal  Estate. 

For^  acres  undivided  half  interest  in  gravel  pit  at  Leeper,  Missouri,  lo- 
cated in  north  half,  northwest  quarter,  section  35,  township  28  north,  range 
3  east. 

General  office  lot,  west  half  lot  3,  block  7,  village  of  Leeper,  Missouri. 

Ontlots  Ko.  2  and  Ko.  8,  village  of  Leeper,  Missouri. 

^Estimate  of  value: 
Reproduction  value- 
Gravel  pit,  40  acres  at  $75  per  acre $3,000.00 

General  office  lot 450.00 

Outlots  Nos.  2  and  3  at  $400  each  800.00 

$4,250.00 
Present  value — 

Gravel  pit,  40  acres  at  $75  per  acre $8,000.00 

General  office  lot 450.00 

Outlots  Kos.  2  and  3  at  $400  each  800.00 

$4,250.00 

In  his  testimouy  Woodman  increased  his  estimajfee  of  his  value 
of  the  right  of  way  approximately  $10,000,  making  a  total  value 
of  all  laads  of  $81,830.  In  arriving  at  this  total,  Woodman 
included  148.3  acres  as  station  yards  at  Leeper  although  he 
admitted  that  less  than  50  acres  of  said  tract  were  so  used.  He 
•estimated  the  value  of  contiguous  lands  along  the  satire  right  of 
way  at  an  average  of  $60  per  acre,  and  the  cost  to  the  company 
on  the  basis  of  reproduction  new  as  twice  that  sum,  or  an  average 
of  $120  per  acre.  The  increased  cost  to  applicant,  as  thus  esti- 
mated, included  severance  damages.  In  answer  to  a  question  as 
to  the  dam^e  to  adjoining  land  from  having  a  right  of  way 
cut  through  it,  he  said:  "My  judgment  was  it  would  double 
the  value  of  the  land ;  that  is  what  I  used.  ...  I  d(m't  believe 
^ou  can  buy  a  strip  of  land  for  anything  less  than  twice  what  it 
is  originally  worth." 

Mr.  Carpenter,  an  engineer  in  the  service  of  the  Missouri 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  had  also  made  an  appraisal  of  appli- 
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cant's  property,  which  was  introduced  in  evidence  on  behalf  of 
applicant.  He  testified  that  in  valuing  applicant's  lands  he 
estimated  the  market  value  of  contiguous  lands  along  the  right 
of  way  at  an  average  of  $40  per  acre,  and  the  cost  to  tiie  appli- 
cant and  present  value  at  $100  per  acre,  on  the  basis  of  repro- 
duction new.  His  method  of  arriving  at  this  result  he  gave  in 
the  following  language :  "I  can  tell  you  how  I  arrived  at  it  in 
a  sort  of  rough  way,  I  assumed  the  value  of  the  average  of  the 
surrounding  country  to  be  worth  about  $40,  and  I  multiplied  it 
by  2^  and  made  it  $100  an  acre." 

A  number  of  witnesses  testified  on  behalf  of  applicant  as  ta 
the  present  value  of  lands  contiguous  to  the  right  of  way.  It  is 
shown  by  the  testimony  that  the  right  of  way  runs  about  one  half 
the  distance  through  valley  land  and  one  half  through  upland, 
although  the  acreage  of  the  latter  is  much  greater  on  account 
of  its  greater  average  width.  The  upland  is  subdivided  into 
what  is  referred  to  as  cutover  and  uncut  timber  land.  The  valley 
lands  also  differ  in  value  in  that  the  portion  some  distance  from; 
the  foothills  is  rich,  and  fertile,  while  that  near  the  hills  is 
gravelly  and  sandy  and  of  less  value.  The  estimates  of  these  wit- 
nesses run  from  $25  to  $30  per  acre  for  the  inferior  bottom  land,, 
and  as  high  as  $100  an  acre  for  the  more  valuable  bottom  land  ; 
from  $5  to' $15  per  acre  for  uncut  upland  and  from  $3  to  $10* 
per  acre  for  cutover  upland.  Senator  Buford,  one  of  said  wit- 
nesses, resides  at  the  town  of  Ellington  on  this  railroad.  He 
owns  several  thousand  acres  of  land  near  the  line  of  this  road,, 
and  deals  extensively  in  real  estate.  He  estimated  the  bottom 
land  at  an  average  of  from  $70  to  $80  per  acre,  the  uncut  hill 
land  at  from  $5  to  $8  per  acre,  and  the  cutover  hill  land  $8  ta 
$4  per  acre.  He  referred  to  specific,  instances  of  recent  sales 
tending  to  support  his  estimates. 

Applicant  also  introduced  evidence  tending  to  prove  that  in 
some  instances  it  was  necessary  to  pay,  and  that  it  did  pay,  for 
the  right  of  way  through  said  lands,  an  amount  largely  in  excess 
of  the  iketx  value  of  contiguous  lands  and  also  in  excess  of  the 
copsideration  expressed  in  the  right  of  way  deeds.  Aflidavits 
of  persons  who  claimed  to  have  knowledge  of  the  consideration 
actually  paid  by  applicant  to  landowners  for  the  right  of  way 
through  valley  land  described  in  the  afiidavit  were  also  Intro- 
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duoed  in  evidence  by  applicant  These  affidavits  cover  the  rights 
of  way  for  a  distance  of  about  6  miles,  and  show  an  average 
cost  to  the  company  above  that  shown  by  the  deeds. 

The  full  report  of  the  inventory  and  appraisal  of  Engineer 
Sparrow  sets  forth  the  quantity  and  value  of  applicant's  lands 
and  terminals,  the  widths  length,  and  average  of  the  right  of  way 
through  each  tract  of  land,  and  the  consideration  expressed  in 
each  deed  conveying  said  right  of  way.  The  following  is  his 
summary: 


Acres. 

Unit 

COflt. 

Cost 

new. 

Cond. 
% 

Present 
value. 

Station  ground,  Leeper 

Right    of    way    and    station 

ground,  Ellington 

Gravel  nit.  lieener . . . .  ■ 

42.00 
3,763 

$    100 
2,500 

1  4,200 

.     9,408 
2,000 

150 

100 

50 

13,813 

643 

1,772 

100 

100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 

$  4,200 
2|000 

W  i  lot  3,  block  7,  village  of 
Leeper 

150 

Ontlot  No.  "2,  yillage  of  Leeper 

100 

Outlot  No.  3,  village  o£  Leeper 

Agricultural  land,  right  of  way 

Cutover  timber  land,  right  of 

way , 

m.is 

214.32 
118.11 

76 

3 

15 

50 

13,813 

643 

Timber  land 

1,772 

• 

$32,136 

$32,136 

Sparrow's  investigation  of  the  company's  land  values  was 
conducted  with  much  detail  and  thoroughness.  His  proportions 
of  valley  land,  cutover,  and  timber  upland  were  accepted  as 
correct  by  complainant's  counsel.  In  his  testimony  Sparrow 
explained  his  method  of  valuing  the  valley  land  and  the  difference 
between  his  valuation  and  that  of  Woodman,  as  follows: 

''The  engineer  of  the  Missouri  Southern  placed  the  land  at 
$100  per  acre  throughout.  I  separated  the  land.  The  railroad 
commences  and  from  Leeper  runs  through  valleys  and  goes  over 
hills.  .  There  is  a  valley  beginning  from  Leeper  and  continuing 
until  you  get  to  Garwood  hill,  and  after  you  go  over  Garwood 
hill  there  is  another  valley  going  to  Oakley,  and  th^  aiiother 
valley  to  Ellington,  and  after  you  get  past  Ellington,  up  on  the 
hill,  you  stay  in  timber  land  all  the  way  to  Bunker.  I  separated 
the  land  into  agricultural  land  and  timber  land.  I  placed  the 
value  of  the  agricultural  lajid  at  $76  per  acre.     I  considered 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


6S2  MISSOURI  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

that  the  basic  value  of  the  land  was  $50  per  acre,  and  I  thought 
it  was  proper  in  this  case  to  allow  at  least  $25  per  acre  for  con- 
sequential damages,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  situated  in  narrow 
valleys  and  the  railroad  goes  through  the  center  of  it,  and  I 
thought  it  would  be  proper  to  allow  at  least  $25  on  the  present 
value  of  the  land.  .  .  .  How  I  came  to  fix  this  value  of  $50 
an  acre  was  simply  by  inquiring  from  difFerent  people." 

The  witness  gave  the  names  of  persons  residing  along  the 
right  of  way  of  whom  he  inquired  as  to  land  values,  the  prices 
asked  for  their  lands,  and  a  number  of  instances  of  recent  sales 
of  lands  in  the  neighborhood  and  the  considerations  paid,  in 
support  of  his  estimates.    As  to  the  upland,  he  testified : 

"I  placed  a  value  on  that  cutover  timber  land,  the  land  on 
which  the  merchantable  timber  land  had  been  cut  off,  of  $3  an 
acre.  I  got  diat  information  from  several  people ;  one  was  Mr. 
Isaac  Chilton  and  another  was  Senator  Buford,  and  another,  I 
think,  Mr.  Boyd  of  the  Farmers  Bank  of  Ellington.  The  timber 
land  on  which  there  is  merdiantaUe  timber  I  put  at  $15  an  acre, 
upon  inquiry  of  the  same  people  from  whom  I  got  the  value  of 
the  cutover  land,  and  another  man  from  Bunker." 

No  consequential  damages  were  allowed  by  Sparrow  in  esti- 
mating the  value  of  the  upland,  for  the  reason,  as  stated  by  him, 
that  the  land  was  not  inclosed,  and  was  valuable  only,  aside  from 
the  timber,  for  grazing  purposes. 

It  thus  appears  that  between  Woodman's  appraisal  of  $81,- 
830  and  Sparrow's  of  $32,136,  a  difference  is  shown  in  the  esti- 
mated present  value  of  applicant's  lands  in  the  sum  of  $49,694. 
A  diversity  of  opinion  as  to  such  value  is  also  shown  in  the 
estimates  of  other  witnesses.  A  substantial  part  of  the  difference 
in  the  two  appraisals  results  from  the  excess  of  acreage  valued  by 
Woodman  over  that  by  Sparrow.  Woodman  valued  all  of  the 
land  owned  by  the  company  at  $100  per  acre,  including  a  tract 
of  148.3  acres  at  Leeper  used  as  station  yards.  Sparrow  estimated 
42  acres  as  adequate  for  such  yards,  and  excluded  106.3  acres 
of  the  tract  as  not  used  and  useful  for  railroad  purposes.  As 
both  valued  this  tract  at  $100  per  acre,  the  difference  in  quan- 
tity of  the  land  thus  appraised  accounts  for  $10,630  of  the 
difference  in  total  values. 

In  view  of  ttie  facts  that  applicant  has  a  small  amount  of 
p.u.R.i9iea 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RB  RATBS  MISSOURI  S.  R.  CO.  983 

rolling  stock,  that  it  operates  but  one  train  each  way  daily,  and 
that  there  is  no  probability  of  a  material  expansion  of  its  business, 
we  consider  42  acres  a  very  liberal  allowance  for  said  station 
yards.  We  have  also  concluded  that  Sparrow's  estimates  of  the 
present  value  of  the  right  of  way  and  station  grounds  at  Elling- 
ton, the  40  acres  of  the  tract  used  as  a  gravel  pit,  aiid  the  lots 
at  Leeper  described  in  the  above  summary,  are  reasonable,  and  we 
accordingly  find  the  fair  present  value  of  these  lands,  together 
with  that  of  the  42  acres  used  as  station  yards,  to  be  the  total 
sum  of  $15,908. 

There  remains  for  valuation  516.6-1  acres  of  right  of  way, 
and  because  of  the  conflict  of  testimony  and  the  different  views 
as  to  the  principles  of  law  applicable,  we  have  found  no  little 
difficulty  in  reaching  a  conclusion  as  to  the  value  of  this  property. 
Both  appraisals  of  the  right  of  way  are  based  upon  the  market 
value  of  contiguous  lands,  and  the  first  question  that  arises  is 
as  to  such  market  value.  Without  taking  up  the  testimony 
of  the  numerous  witnesses  upon  this  issue,  the  substance  of  which 
ha«  been  stated  above,  we  think  it  sufficient  to  say  that  upon 
a  consideration  of  all  the  testimony  our  conclusion  is  that  $60 
an  acre  is  the  fair  average  market  value  of  contiguous  valley 
land,  $10  an  acre  of  timber  upland,  and  $3.50  an  acre  of  cutover 
upland.  Applying  these  figures  to  Sparrow's  apportionment  of 
the  right  of  way  (the  correctness  of  which  seems  to  be  conceded), 
we  arrive  at  the  value  in  round  numbers  of  $13,200.  However, 
there  is  evidence  of  other  elements  affecting  such  value  that 
requires  consideration.  Woodman  and  Carpenter  estimated  the 
present  value  of  the  right  of  way  on  the  basis  of  reproduction 
new,  the  former  at  double  and  the  latter  at  two  and  one-half 
times  the  value  of  contiguous  land,  for  the  reason  that  in  their 
opinion  it  would  cost  the  company  that  sum  to  acquire  it.  And 
Sparrow,  in  estimating  the  present  value  of  the  right  of  way 
through  the  agricultural  land,  added  to  the  value  of  contiguous 
land  severance  damages.  In  addition  to  these  views  of  the 
engineers,  the  testimony  shows  that,  in  securing  the  right  of 
way  through  the  valley  land,  the  company  did  pay  to  the  land- 
owners in  some  instances  a  consideration  materially  in  excess 
of  the  market  value  of  the  land  at  that  time,  and  there  is  no 

evidence  that  it  paid  more  than  was  necessary  or  reasonable 
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in  any  instance.  The  conBideration  expressed  in  the  deeds  con- 
veying the  right  of  way  is  shown  in  Sparrow's  report;  it  is 
prima  facie  evidence  of  the  amonnt  pfiid,  and  in  the  ease  of  a 
portion  of  the  right  of  way  was  in  excess  of  the  then  market 
value  of  the  land.  Affidavits  as  to  the  actual  consideration  paid 
for  the  rights  of  ways  to  landowneirs  covering  about  35  acres 
of  valley  land,  or  about  6  miles  in  length,  were  introduced  in 
evidence  by  complainant.  These  purport  to  show  a  considera- 
tion in  excess  of  the  value  of  contiguous  land,  and  la  a  number 
of  instances  in  excess  of  the  consideration  ea^cessed  in  the 
deeds.  While  these  ex  parte  affidavits  and  the  recitals  in  the 
deeds  as  to  the  original  cost  of  the  rights  of  way  referred  to 
are  unsatisfactory  as  evidence,  we  shall  consider  it  with  the  other 
testimony  upon  that  issue. 

Upon  the  foregoing  facts  and  conditions  of  the  record,  the 
right  of  way  to  be  valued  naturally  divides  into  two  classes: 
(1)  That  portion  in  which  the  cost  of  acquisition  to  the  com- 
pany is  shown  to  be  in  excess  of  the  market  value  of  the  land  at  the 
date  the  company  acquired  it;  and  (2)  that  part  in  which  such 
excess  is  not  shown  or  for  which  no  substantial  oonsideration. 
appears  to  have  been  paid. 

Under  the  law  as  declared  in  the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases 
(Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  U.  S.  362,  57  L,  ei  1511,  48  L.RA. 
(N.S.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  the 
highest  and  latest  authority  on  the  subject,  we  consider  it  settled 
that  on  the  basis  of  reproduction  new  the  average  market  value 
of  contiguous  land  is  the  measure  of  the  fair  present  value  of  the 
right  of  way.  While  there  was  testimony  in  the  record  in  the 
Minnesota  Rate  Cases  showing  the  original  cost  of  at  least  a 
portion  of  the  lands  valued,  the  trial  court  in  its  deeree  had  found 
a  value  of  right  of  way  based  solely  upon  that  of  the  market 
value  of  contiguous  lands,  increased  upon  an  assumed  added 
cost  of  acquisition  on  the  theory  of  reproduction  new,  as  in  the 
estimates  of  Woodman  and  Carpenter  in  the  ease  at  bar.  In 
disapproving  the  value  thus  foimd  the  court  concluded  an  ex* 
haustive  discussion  of  the  subject  as  follows  (1.  e*  456) :  *^e 
therefore  hold  that  it  was  error  to  base  the  estimates  of  value  of 
the  right  of  way,  yards,  and  terminals  upon  the  so-called  ^railway 
value'  of  the  property.     The  company  would  certainlv  have  no 
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ground  of  complaint  if  it  were  allowed  a  value  for  these  lands 
equal  to  the  fair  average  market  value  of  similar  land  in  the 
vicinity,  without  additions  bv  thfe  use  of  multipliers,  or  otherwise, 
to  cover  hypothetical  outlays.  The  allowances  made  below  for 
a  conjectural  cost  of  acquisition  and  consequential  damages  must 
be  disapproved;  and,  in  this  view,  we  also  think  it  was  error 
to  add  to  the  amount  taken  as  the  present  value  of  the  lands  the 
further  sums,  calculated  on  that  value,  which  were  embraced  in 
the  items  of  ^engineering,  superintendence,  legal  expenses,'  ^con- 
tingenciesy^  and  Snterest  during  construction/  " 

The  language  above  quoted  seems  general  in  its  application, 
but  it  must  be  construed  in  connection  with  the  facts  then  before 
the  court  There  was  under  review  a  decree  in  which  land  used 
for  railroad  purposes  had  been  valued  "not  only  in  excess  of  the 
amount  invested  in  it,  but  also  in  excess  of  the  market  value 
of  contiguous  and  similarly  situated  property/* 

The  excess  value  thus  referred  to  was  allowed  by  the  trial  court 
upon  an  assumption  of  estimated  added  cost  of  acquisition  with- 
out any  competent  evidence  that  such  cost  had  been  incurred. 
Reviewing  the  action  of  the  lower  court,  it  was  held  that  "it  is 
impossible  to  assume  in  making  a  judicial  finding  of  what  it 
would  cost  to  acquire  the  property  that  the  company  would  be 
compelled  to  pay  more  than  its  fair  market  value.'*  In  our  opin- 
ion, it  was  not  intended  to  be  held  in  the  case  quoted  from  that, 
if  the  company  necessarily  incurred  costs  in  acquiring  its  right 
of  way  in  excess  of  the  market  value  of  the  land,  and  that  fact 
should  be  established  by  competent  evidence,  the  court  would 
still  be  limited  in  determining  ri^t  of  way  value  to  the  market 
value  of  contiguous  lands.  For  the  necessary  investment  of  a 
common  carrier  in  acquiring  a  right  of  way  is  clearly  a  property 
right,  and  as  such  is  entitled  to  protection  by  constitutional  guar- 
anty. The  court  further  said  (1.  c.  452) :  "The  cost  of  repro- 
duction method  is  of  service  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  of 
the  plant,  when  it  is  reasonably  applied  and  when  the  cost  of 
reproducing  the  property  may  be  ascertained  with  a  proper 
degree  of  certainty.  But  it  does,  not  justify  the  acceptance  of 
results  which  depend  upon  mere  conjecture." 

The  cost  of  that  part  of  the  property  requiring  the  purchase 
of  material  and  the  employment  of  labor  may  be  estimated  "with 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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a  proper  degree  of  certainty,"  but  it  cannot  be  aABumed  tbat 
severance  damages  were  paid  and  other  costs  incurred,  such  as 
interest  during  construction  in  the  acquisition  of  all  of  the  right 
of  way,  when  in  fact  much  of  it  may  have  cost  nothing*  If  right 
of  way  was  donated,  it  is  nevertheless  the  company's  property 
and  must  be  valued  as  such,  but  in  determining  the  value  in 
such  case  there  is  no  warrant  for  adding  estimated  costs  which 
were  not  incurred. 

Applying  the  foregoing  principles  to  the  facts  of  the  case  in 
hand,  and  considering  the  recitals  in  the  deeds  las  prima  facie 
evidence  of  the  consideration  paid  for  the  right  of  way  described, 
considering  the  affidavits  and  testimony  tending  to  prove  a 
consideration  in  excess  of  that  expressed  in  the  deeds  in  case  of 
certain  conveyances,  and  estimating  the  value  of  the  lands  con- 
veyed by  the  company  as  part  consideration  for  the  ri^t  of 
way  in  a  few  instances,  and  not  included  in  the  consideration 
shown  by  the  deed,  our  conclusions  are  as  follows : 

The  testimony  shows  that  valley  land  has  doubled  in  value 
since  the  construction  of  the  road,  and  as  we  have  found  the 
average  present  value  of  such  land  to  be  $60  an  acre,  we  find 
that  at  the  time  it  was  acquired  its  average  value  was  $30  an: 
acre.  Of  the  valley  right  of  way  lands  the  company  acquired 
89.6  acres  at  a  cost  in  excess  of  its  market  value  at  the  time, 
the  consideration  being  $10,797,  or  an  average  of  $120.60  per 
acre.  It  acquired  98.43  acres  of  such  land  at  less  than  the  market 
value,  the  total  consideration  therefor  being  $188.  This  does, 
not  include  the  area  of  right  of  way  and  station  ground  at  EU-^ 
ington,  which  has  been  valued  separately.  It  follows  that  the- 
company  was  compelled  to  pay  the  total  sum  of  $8,109  in  excess 
of  the  then  value  of  89.6  acres  of  said  land,  which  amount  we 
consider  as  the  necessary  cost  of  acquisition  in  excess  of  the 
market  value.  In  our  opinion,  in  determining  the  fair  present 
value  of  the  right  of  way  the  company  is  entitled  to  the  same 
value  per  acre  as  the  present  market  value  of  contiguous  lands^ 
plus  the  added  cost  of  acquisition,  as  shown  by  the  evidence.  Ac- 
cordingly, we  find  that  the  fair  present  value  of  the  right  of 
way  of  all  valley  land  is  $19,391.  We  have  valued  the  land 
contiguous  to  the  upland  right  of  way  at  an  average  of  $S«50' 

per  acre  for  cutover  land  and  $10  per  acre  for  timber  land*. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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On  the  basis  of  one  half  those  values  as  the  market  value  at 
the  time  of  acquisition,  the  excess  cost  of  cutover  right  of  way 
over  market  value  we  find  was  $568,  and  of  timber  land,  $215. 
There  are  210.47  acres  of  the  former  and  118.11  of  the  latter, 
making  the  total  present  value  thereof,  with  added  cost  of  acqui- 
sition, $2,702. 

The  following  table  shows  in  concise  form  the  details  and 
final  values  arrived  at  for  the  right  of  way: 

Valley  Land. 


Acres. 

Market  value 
at  time  o( 
purchase. 

OoBtofac<i«lBl< 
tlon  at  time  of 

Total  cost 

when 
acquired. 

Present 
market 
yalue. 

Fair 
present 
▼alu«. 

89.60 
98.43 

$2,688.00 
2,953.00 

$8,109.00 

$10,797.00 
18S.00 

$  5,376.00 
5,906.00 

$13,485.00 
5,906.00 

188.03 

$5,641.00 

$8,109.00 

$10,985.00 

$11,282.00 

$19,391.00 

Cutover  Timber  Land. 


Acres. 

Market  value 
at  time  of 
purcliase. 

Cost  of  acQuIsi- 

tiOD  at  time  of 

purchase. 

Total  cost 

when 
acquired. 

Present 
market 
value. 

Fair 
present 
value. 

30.98 
179.49 

$54.00 
314.00 

$569.00 

$623.00 
7.00 

$106.00 
628.00 

$    677.00 
628  00 

210.47 

$368.00 

$569.00 

$630.00 

$736.00 

$1,305.00 

Timber  Land. 

Acres. 

Market  value 
at  time  of 
purchase. 

Cost  of  acquisi- 
tion at  time  of 
purchase. 

Total  cost 

when 
acaolred. 

PrMent 
market 
value 

Fair 
present 
value. 

6.94 
111.17 

$35.00 
556.00 

$216.00 

$250.00 
1.00 

$      69.00 
1,112.00 

$      284.00 
1,112.00 

118.11 

$591.00 

$215.00 

$251.00 

$1,181.00 

$1,396.00 

Adding  the  vahies  of  all  classes  of  lands  as  above  considered 
and  determined,  we  find  that  the  total  fair  present  value  of  all 
of  applicant's  used  and  useful  lands  is  $38,000. 

[12]  Account  No.  3.    Grading. 

The  company's  summary:    Cost  new   $262,121,00 

Present  value 262,121.00 

Woodman's  estimate:            Cost  new   272,619.00 

Present  value 272,519.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:              Cost  new   263,273.00 

Present  value  276,096.00 

Investment  shown  by  books  216,780.00 
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We  have  no  evidence  that  the  investment  in  grading  shown 
by  the  books  does  not  represent  the  actual  cost,  and  on  the  last 
extension  we  have  the  amounts  paid  contractors  for  grading^ 
which,  however,  applicants  contend  was  done  at  a  loss.  How- 
ever, there  are  variations  in  contract  prices,  and  possibly  labor 
costs  would  be  higher  in  reproducii^g  the  grading  now  than  for 
work  done  at  various  times  within  the  last  twenty-five  years.  It 
will  be  noted  that  Sparrow  appreciates  grading  by  adding  $22,- 
833  on  account  of  increasing  value  by  reason  of  adaptation  and 
solidification  of  the  roadbed.  Some  of  this  solidification  is  due 
to  the  incorporation  of  ballast,  and  he  is  much  lower  than  Wood- 
man on  his  estimate  of  ballast,  as  will  appear  later.  While 
Woodman  does  not  appreciate  nor  depreciate  the  grading,  he 
does  consider  adaptation  and  solidification  of  roadbed  under  the 
account  "tracklaying  and  surfacing."  It  is  a  well-known  fact 
that  earth  cut  from  any  place  and  moved  to  another,  such  as  a 
railroad  embankment,  shows  a  larger  volume  when  first  placed, 
and  afterwards  shrinks  below  its  original  volume  on  becoming 
solidified.  On  the  other  hand,  rock  excavation  swells  more  with 
removal  and  shrinks  very  little  in  solidifying.  The  total  volume 
of  earth  work  estimated  by  Woodman  exceeds  that  estimated  by 
Sparrow  by  3,543  cubic  yards.  Their  classifications,  quantities, 
and  unit  prices  are  substantially  different  for  each  class  of  earth- 
work, as  appears  in  the  following  table: 

Sparrow's  Estimate. 


Cubic 

yards 


Unit 
prices 


Amount 


Earth 

Hardpan . . . 
Loose  rock  . 
Solid  rock.. 


103,626 
136,798 

77,358 
148,354 


25  cents 
39  cents 
43  cents 
78  cents 


$  25,906.00 

53,351.00 

33,264.00 

115,716.00 


466,136 


$228,237.00 


Clearing  and  grubbing 
Riprap  protection 


23,247.00 
2,790.00 


Total  grading,  cost  new 


$253,274.00 
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.030 


Cubic 
yards 


Unit 
prices 


Amount 


Earth 

Hardpsn . . . 
Loo83  rock , 
Solid  rock.. 


150,391 

60,487 

107,702 

151,099 


.4  cte. 
41.18cts. 
49.  ctfi. 
88.14  oto. 


$  44,230.00 

24,908.00 

52,774.00 

124,113.00 


469,679 


$246,025.00 


Clearing  and  grubbing  , 
Riprap  protection  .*.., 


$  24,497.00 
2,000.00 


Total  grading,  cost  new . 


$272,522.00 


Woodman  tnade  separate  estimate  of  44.8  miles,  Leeper  to 
Reynolds,  and  9.73  miles,  Reynolds  to  Bnnker,  which  for  con- 
venience hare  been  combined  in  the  above  table.  He  did  not 
classify  hardpan  separately  for  the  earthwork  between  Leeper 
and  Reynolds,  and  this  in  a  measure  accounts  for  the  difference 
in  classification  in  Woodman's  and  Sparrow^s  appraisal.  Though 
at  first  sight  the  classification  of  earthwork  appears  quite  differ- 
ent in  the  two  appraisals,  yet  by  applying  Woodman's  unit  prices 
to  Sparrow's  classification,  it  is  determined  that  the  classification 
of  either  Woodman  or  Sparrow  gives  practically  the  same  results, 
and  that  die  difference  in  their  estimates  of  grading  is  due  to 
the  different  unit  prices  used  by  them,  which  are  from  2  to  6 
cents  a  cubic  yard  higher  in  AVoodman's  appraisal  than  in 
Sparrow's.  There  is  considerable  testimony  in  the  record  in 
regard  to  unit  prices,  particularly  in  regard  '.o  the  actual  prices 
paid  on  the  contract  for  grading  the  last  10  niiles,  tending  to 
support  Woodman's  units.  However,  it  appears  that  the  earth 
excavation  in  the  valley  must,  from  the  testimony  in  regard  to 
the  value  of  the  land  there,  be  much  cheaper  than  on  the  hills. 
And  Sparrow's  estimate>of  25  cents  a  cubic  yard  for  earth  is  a 
combination  of  20  cents  a  cubic  yard  for  earth  in  the  valleys  and 
30  cents  for  earth  on  the  hills.  Further,  Sparrow  appreciates 
the  grading  and  Woodman  does  not  depreciate  it,  so  their  esti- 
mates of  "present  value"  are  not  very  different;  Woodman's 
being  $272,619  and  Sparrow's  $276,096.  The  unit  prices  used 
by  Sparrow  are  somewhat  higher  than  those  generally  used  in 
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estimates.  That  this  is  probably  due  to  larger  costs  on  parts 
of  the  work  is  evident  by  the  contract  for  the  last  10  miles. 
So,  on  the  whole,  we  believe  the  grading  can  be  reproduced  within 
the  amount  estimated  by  Sparrow,  and  we  approve  his  appre- 
ciation on  grading  due  to  adaptation  and  solidification  of  the 
roadbed,  as  in  fact  such  appreciation  haa  occurred,  and  the 
corresponding  cost  probably  appears  in  book  accounts  of  track- 
laying  and  surfacing  and  ballasting. 

[13]  Account  No.  8.    Ties. 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new   $85,239.00 

Present  value   46,580.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:       Cost  new    67,185.00 

Present  value    47,802.00 

Investment  shown  by  books  29,033.00 

It  is  difficult  to  tell  how  closely  this  account,  as  shown  by 
the  book  cost,  compares  with  actual  co6t>  ad  we  do  not  know 
the  details  of  original  entries  or  replacement  of  ties.  Woodman 
estimates  154,049  white  oak  ties  on  the  main  line  at  the  unit 
price  of  46  cents  each ;  39,475  ties  on  sidings,  at  30  cents  each, 
and  168,922  feet  board  measure  of  switch  ties  at  $15  per  thousand 
feet ;  whereas  Sparrow  counted  the  ties  in  600  feet  of  every  mile 
on  the  main  line,  the  white  and  red  oak  ties  separately,  and  on 
that  basis  estimates  85,997  No.  1  white  oak  ties  at  40  cents, 
83,026  Na  1  red  oak  tii^  at  27  cents,  and  38,700  No.  2  red  oak 
ties  at  15  cents,  347,933  feet  board  measure  of  switch  ties  at 
$17  per  thousand  feet  for  bridge  ties,  $14  for  white  oak  switch 
ties,  and  $18  for  red  oak  ties.  A  witness,  Samuel  Fits,  engaged 
in  the  lumber  business,  testified  that  prior  to  July,  1913,  the 
price  for  white  oak  ties  varied  but  little,  ranging  from  86  to  38 
cents  each  for  No.  1  white  oak,  and  that  immediately  following 
that  date  the  price  of  No.  1  white  oak  ties  was  46  cents  and  No. 
2,  23  cents.  Sparrow's  estimate  on  ties  appears  to  represent  in 
detail  a  more  nearly  correct  classification  of  ties,  as  partially  ad- 
mitted by  Woodman  testifying  that  he  classified  all  of  the  ties  on 
the  main  line  as  No.  1  white  oak,  whereas  he  was  of  the  opinion 
that  only  80  per  cent  of  them  were  white  oak,  and  Sparrow's  unit 
prices  appear  sufficiently  high  to  cover  any  purchase  of  ties 
which  had  been  made  by  this  company.  Consequently,  we  believe 
Sparrow's  estimate  is  ample  to  cover  the  cost  of  reproduction, 
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Sparrow  depreciates  ties  to  a  composite  condition  per  cent  of  71, 
whereas  Woodman  depreciates  to  a  condition  per  cent  of  60, 
Sparrow's  depreciated  estimate  on  ties  amounting  to  $47,802, 
and  Woodman's  to  $45,580.  Woodman's  estimate  of  reproduc- 
tion new  appears  too  high  and  his  depreciaticto  to  present  condi- 
tion too  great,  whereas  Sparrow's  estimates  appear  more  nearly 
in  accordance  with  the  facts  as  to  classification,  unit  prices,  and 
depreciation. 

[14]  Account  No.  9.    Bails. 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new    $201,763.00 

Present  value 181,325.00 

Sparrow's  estinmte:       Oost  new 197,366.00 

Present  value 172,616.00 

Inyestment  shown  by  books  213,017.00 

The  investment  shown  by  the  books  includes  account  No.  10, 
other  track  material,  which  was  not  separated,  and  this  accounts 
for  its  being  higher  than  the  estimates  of  either  Woodman  or 
Sparrow.  The  main  difference  in  the  estimates  of  Woodman  and 
Sparrow  is  due  to  the  unit  prices.  It  appears  that  the  company 
paid  $32.50  per  ton  for  rails,  and  this  was  the  unit  price  used 
by  Woodman,  whereas  they  could  be  bought  at  any  time  within 
the  last  ten  years  for  $28  per  ton  f.  o.  b.  Chicago,  which  with 
freight  added  amounts  to  approximately  $31.50  a  ton,  which  was 
the  unit  price  used  by  Sparrow.  Sparrow's  estimate  appears 
proper  and  reasonable,  as  does  his  depreciation  to  a  composite 
percentage  condition  of  approximately  87  per  cent  against  Wood- 
man's of  approximately  90  per  cent. 

Account  No.  10.    Other  Track  Material, 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new    $31,407.00 

Present  value 27,952.00 

Sparrow's  esiSmatet       Cost  new    29,937.00 

Present  value    24,567.00 

The  difference  in  these  estimates  is  small,  but  attention  may 
be  called  to  SparroVs  finding  only  sixty-five  60-pound  switches, 
whereas  Woodman  estimated  seventy.  Sparrow,  having  Wood- 
man's estimate  before  him  at  the  time,  could  not  find  five  of  the 
switches  estimated  by  Woodman. 
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[15]  Account  No.  11.    Ballast. 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new $26,115.00 

Present  value    25,115.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:       Cost  new 7,681.00 

Present  value 7,681.00 

Investment  shown  by  l>ooks  15,481.00 

This  is  one  of  the  most  difficult  of  the  detailed  accounts  to 
reconcile,  as  the  engineers  use  different  bases  for  estimating. 
Woodman  assuming  that  there  had  been  6  inches  of  ballast  applied 
and  that  it  had  not  depreciated,  and  Sparrow  finding  by  exam- 
ination, digging  one  trench  every  mile  and  a  half,  that  there  was 
only  3^  inches  of  ballast  above  subgrade.  Copies  of  the  field 
notes  of  engineers  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  were 
submitted  as  exhibits,  but  not  supported  by  testimony;  these 
show  a  greater  quantity  of  ballast  than  found  by  Sparrow. 
Sparrow's  unit  price  for  ballast  was  30  cents  per  cubic  yard, 
which  is  considerably  less  than  Woodman's  unit  price  of  $500 
per  inile,  which  corresponds  to  44.4  cents  per  cubic  yard.  It 
appears  that  Woodman  estimated  loading  ballast  by  hand,  as  has 
been  the  practice  of  this  company  in  placing  ballast  from  time 
to  time,  whereas  Sparrow  estimates  reproducing  as  a  whole,  load* 
ing  by  power,  using  a  clam-shell  bucket.  As  an  estimate  of  the 
cost  of  reproduction  should  properly  be  based  on  reproduction 
as  a  whole,  we  believe  the  estimate  on  construction  piecemeal  as 
made  by  Woodman  gives  an  abnormally  high  amount  for  this 
account.  On  the  other  hand,  to  reproduce  ballast  depreciated 
to  present  condition,  where  some  3  or  4  inches  remains  as  ballast 
not  incorporated  with  the  roadbed,  must  have  required  the  appli- 
cation of  at  least  6  inches  of  ballast  all  together.  We  believe 
it  would  be  proper  to  increase  Sparrow's  estimate  of  the  cost  new 
for  ballast  by  increasing  the  quantity  from  25,602  cubic  yards 
to  42,350  cubic  yards,  and  the  amount  from  $7,681  to  $12,706. 
This  amount  is  smaller  than  the  book  cost  for  ballast,  $15,481. 
Sparrow's  estimate  of  present  value,  ballast,  $7,681,  appears  cor- 
rect under  his  basis  of  estimating  and  particularly  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  he  has  appreciated  the  grading,  part  of  which  had  been 
due  to  the  incorporation  of  ballast  in  the  roadbed  below  sub' 
grade. 
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Account  No.  12.    Traeklaying  and  Surfacing. 

Company's  raminary :     Cost  new    $56,820.00 

Present  value 56,826.00 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new 78,502.00 

Present  value ; , .  78,502.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:       Cost  new i 42,179.00 

Present  value    33,878.00 

Investment  shown  by  books,  including  aocount  No.  38,  roadway 

tools    38,858.00 

The  close  correspondence  of  the  investment  shown  by  the 
books  and  Sparrow's  estimate  is  some  indication  of  ihe  correctness 
of  each.  Both  Sparrow  and  Woodman  estimated  surfacing  with 
dirt  as  ballast,  and  applying  gravel  ballast  later.  Woodman 
estimated  a  cost  of  $1,300  a  mile  for  traeklaying  and  surfacing, 
adding  to  his  original  estimate  of  $900  per  mile  $400  per  mile, 
whereas  Sparrow  estimated  $650  per  mile  on  the  main  line  and 
$500  on  sidings  of  main  tracks,  and  $300  for  industrial  spurs. 
Woodman's  estimate  of  $1,300  per  mile  was  made  up  of  $300 
to  raise  the  track,  $600  to  surface  it  and  maintain  it  until  it 
had  settled  in  shape,  and  $400  to  put  the  ballast  on  and  give  the 
second  raise  and  surface  it  again.  This  estimate  appears  to 
duplicate  surfacing,  and  consequently  appears  abnormally  hi^. 
We  think  there  is  no  question  but  what  traeklaying  and  surfac- 
ing can  be  reproduced  within  the  estimates  made  by  Sparrow, 
first  using  dirt  ballast  and  later  raising  it  on  gravel  ballast  and 
resurfacing. 

Account  No.  44.    Shop  Machinery  and  Tools. 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new $21,340.00 

Present  value 16,248.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:       Cost  new 11,153.00 

Present  value 6,353.00 

In  this  account  Woodman's  estimate  of  cost  new  is  nearly 
twice  that  of  Sparrow,  and  his  depreciation  is  much  less.  Con- 
siderable testimony  was  taken  in  regard  to  a  wheel  lathe  which 
is  not  quite  conclusive.  It  appears  that  this  wheel  lathe  is  an 
obsolete  type,  but  there  is  evidence  that  it  was  purchased  new 
not  very  long  ago.  The  manufacturers  found  no  record  of  it^ 
and  it  was  depreciated  considerably  by  Sparrow.  We  believe 
that  Sparrow's  estimate  of  the  cost  new  was  sufficiently  high  to 
cover  the  cost  new  of  shop  machinery  and  tools,  assuming  thalj 
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some  of  them  can  be  purchased  at  the  present  time,  but  we  are 
inclined  to  the  belief  that  a  higher  percentage  condition  might 
reasonably  be  applied,  and  consequently,  though  it  is  a  com- 
paratively small  item,  possibly  $4,000  might  be  added  to  Spar- 
row's estimate  of  "present  value." 

Account  No.  61.     Steam  Locomotives, 

Woodman's  estimate :     Cost  new $49,470.00 

Present  value 43,622.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:       Cost  new 47,114.00 

Present  value 37,482.00 

Investment  shown  by  books 61,166.00 

The  investment  shown  by  books,  $61,166,  is  for  all  equip- 
ment, and  as  it  is  not  separated  it  is  practically  a  useless  com- 
parison in  this  account,  though  it  compares  favorably  with  Spar- 
roVs  estimate  by  separating  the  accounts,  "steam  locomotives," 
"passenger  train  cars,"  and  "flat  cars."  There  appears  to  be 
little  question  but  that  the  steam  locomotives  could  be  purchased 
within  the  amount  estimated  by  Sparrow,  and  his  estimate  of 
depreciation  does  not  appear  abnormal. 

Account  No.  54.    Passenger  Train  Cars. 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new $8,150.00 

Present  value 8,1 50.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:       Cost  new    13,300.00 

Present  value   7,820.00 

Though  there  is  little  difference  in  "present  value"  estimatctl 
by  these  engineers,  Sparrow's  estimate  appears  to  be  more  nearly 
in  accordance  with  the  facts. 

[16]  Accounts  Nos.  71  to  75,  inclusive.    Organization,  Legal, 
Stationery,  Printing,  and  Taxes. 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new $41,72.'>.00 

Present  value    41,725.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:        Cost  new 8,032.00 

Present  value 7,104.00 

Investment  shown  by  books 350.00 

The  investment  shown  by  the  books  consists  of  one  item,  an 
incorporation  fee,  which  is  practically  useless  in  comparing  the 
estimates  of  Woodman  and  Sparrow  on  these  accounts.  The 
organization,  legal,  stationery,  printing,  and  expenses  during 
construction  for  a  road  of  this  character  would  not  be  very 
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lai^,  neither  were  they  large  under  the  actual  conditions  of 
the  organization  and  construction  of  this  road.  Qonsequently, 
we  believe  Woodman's  estimate  on  these  accounts  beyond  all 
reason,  and  we  are  convinced  that  the  estimates  of  Sparrow  in 
this  particular  are  ample. 

[17]  Interest  During  Construction. 

Woodman's  estimate:     Cost  new    $27,538.00 

Present  value    27,358.00 

Sparrow's  estimate:       Cost  new 25,301.00 

Present  value    22,491.00 

Investment  shown  by  the  books 12,167.00 

The  investment  shown  by  the  books,  $12,167,  is  for  interest 
during  construction  on  the  e:stensions  only  as  hereinbefore 
discussed.  There  is  no  diiference  in  the  method  followed  by 
Sparrow  and  Woodman,  each  of  them  estimating  6  per  cent 
for  tiie  period  of  a  year  for  interest  dxiring  construction.  The 
difference  is  caused  by  the  principal  amount  upon  which  interest 
is  calculated,  Woodman  taking  a  summary  of  his  items  and 
Sparrow  a  summary  of  his  items.  Interest  on  money  during 
construction  is  commonly  calculated  by  the  method  used  by 
each  of  these  engineers.  It  appears  proper  also  to  depreciate 
it  in  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  less  deprecia- 
tion. 

Working  Capital  and  Stores. 

[18]  Woodman  estimates  $12,124  for  stores,  apparently  tak- 
ing the  figures  from  the  company's  statement  of  this  item  under 
book  cost..  Sparrow  estimates  $15,000  as  sufficient  to  cover 
both  working  capital  and  stores.  Applicant  contends  for  $40,- 
000  for  this  item.  It  appears  that  at  the  date  of  the  audit  by 
the  Commission's  accountant  there  were  stores  on  hand  to  the 
amount  of  $9,512.  The  average  monthly  expenses  approximate 
$10,000.  Passenger  fares  are  collected  in  advance.  The  pay- 
ment of  outgoing  freight  charges  is  apparently  delayed  consider- 
ably. Under  all  the  circumstances,  we  believe  that  $20,000  is 
an  ample  amount  to  allow  for  working  capital  and  stores  in  this 
case. 

Considering  the  appraisals  by  Sparrow  and  Woodman,  we 
are  convinced  that  the  road  could  be  reproduced  for  the  amount 
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estimated  by  Sparrow,  with  the  additions  herein  indicated  on 
land,  shop  machinery,  and  working  capital  and  stores;  that  is^ 
for  $894,500,  cost  of  reproduction  new,  and  for  $802,000,  cost 
of  reproduction  new  less  depreciation  to  present  condition. 

V.  Present  Value. 

[19]  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  TJ.  S.  546,  42  L.  ed.  849,  18  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  418,  prescribes  matters  to  be  considered  in  determining 
present  value.  In  the  case  before  us  the  par  value  of  the  stock 
issued  amounts  to  $414,700,  and  there  are  no  bonds  issued,  but 
unfunded  debt  of  $246,191.48,  making  the  total  capital  liabilities 
and  indebtedness  $660,891.48.  The  market  value  of  the  stock 
is  not  in  evidence,  as  the  stock  appears  to  be  owned  almost  entire- 
ly by  the  president  of  the  company,  and  not  on  the  market.  We 
have  found  that  the  original  cost,  together  with  the  additions 
and  betterments,  material  and  stores  on  hand,  does  not  exceed  a 
total  investment  of  $740,000  at  June  30,  1914.  We  have  found 
that  the  property  of  the  applicant  devoted  to  public  use  can  be 
reproduced  new  for  $894,500,  and  in  its  present  condition  for 
$802,000,  including  the  present  value  of  the  land,  as  determined 
separately.  Applicant  contends  for  a  total  valuation  of  $1,194,- 
182,  with  $905,871  assigned  to  intrastate  business.  This  argu- 
ment is  based  on  Woodman's  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction 
new,  to  which  various  sums  have  been  added. 

As  we  are  determining  present  value,  the  present  condition 
of  the  property  must  of  necessity  be  considered,  and  not  merely 
an  estimate  of  reproducing  new  a  property  which  might  in  time 
depreciate  to  the  present  condition.  There  appears  no  question 
that  parts  of  the  property  have  appreciated  in  value,  such  parts 
as  land  and  solidification  of  the  roadbed.  On  the  other  hand, 
all  other  parts  of  the  property  have  been  depreciating  since  ac- 
quirement, even  on  the  assumption  that  the  property  has  been 
adequately  and  properly  maintained.  A  substantial  allowance 
must  be  made  for  the  actial  depreciation,  which  makes  an  old 
road  of  less  value  than  a  new  one,  as  clearly  stated  in  regard 
to  a  water  plant  in  the  case  of  Knoxville  v.  Knoxville  Water  Co. 
212  U.  S.  1,  63  L.  ed.  371,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  148,  where  the 
court,  among  other  things,  'said  [1.  c.  13] :  "It  was  urgently 
contended  that,  in  fixing  upon  the  value  of  the  plant  upon  which 
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the  company  was  entitled  to  earn  a  reasonable  return,  the 
amounts  of  complete  and  incomplete  depreciation  should  be 
added  to  the  present  value  of  the  surviving  parts.  The  court 
refused  to  approve  this  method,  and* we  think  properly  refused 
A  water  plant,  with  all  its  additions,  begins  to  depreciate  in  value 
from  the  moment  of  its  use." 

While  it  is  true  under  the  uniform  system  of  accounting  pre- 
scribed by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  that  certain 
renewals,  such  as  replacement  of  ties^  are  charged  as  mainte- 
nance, and*  not  to  a  depreciation  reserve,  and  this  tends  to  main- 
tain the  integrity  of  the  investment,  yet  this  cannot  alter  the 
depreciation  due  to  age,  wear,  and  tear  of  operation  and  the 
effect  of  the  elements  on  property  in  use,  as  found  by  examina- 
tion to  be  in  a  depreciated  condition.  Consequently,  we  give 
considerable  weight  to  estimates  of  cost  of  reproduction  new 
leas  depreciation  in  attempting  to  arrive  at  present  value,  which 
appears  to  be  the  view  of  the  highest  authority  in  the  Minnesota 
Eate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  280  TI.  S.  852,  57  L.  ed.  1511, 
48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A, 
18,  where  the  Supreme  Court  said  [1.  a  457] :  ^^We  cannot 
approve  this  disposition  of  the  matter  of  depreciation.  It  appears 
that  the  master  allowed,  in  the  cost  of  reproduction,  the  sum  of 
$1,613,612  for  adaptation  and  solidification  of  roadbed,  this 
being  included  in  the  item  of  grading  and  being  the  estimate  of 
the  engineer  of  the  State  Commission  of  the  proper  amount  to 
be  allowed.  It  is  also  to  be  noted  that  the  depreciation  in  question 
is  not  that  which  has  been  overcome  by  repairs  and  replacements, 
but  is  the  actual  existing  depreciation  in  the  plant  as  compared 
with  the  new  one.  It  would  seem  to  be  inevitable  that  in  many 
parts  of  the  plant  there  should  be  such  depreciation,  as,  for  exam- 
ple, in  old  structures  and  equipment  remaining  on  hand.  And 
when  an  estimate  of  value  is  made  on  the  basis  of  reproduction 
new,  the  extent  of  existing  depreciation  should  be  shown  and 
deducted." 

[20]  Applicant's  counsel  contends  for  the  allowance  of  separate 

and  distinct  items  of  "reproduction  value."    These  are  the  items 

we  have  considered  under  estimates  of  the  cost  of  reproduction, 

and  we  will  not  attempt  to  fix  separate  values  for  the  different 

items  entering  into  such  estimates,  or  of  the  different  elements 
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of  value  separately,  but  will  consider  the  property  as  a  whole, 
taking  into  account  the  fact  that  the  applicant  road  is  in  suoeeseh 
ful  operation  as  a  going  concern  in  fixing  the  value  of  appli^ 
cant's  property.  (Cedar  Eapids  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Cedar  Bapids, 
223  TJ.  S.  665,  56  L.  ed.  594,  32  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  389.)  We  think 
the  rule  is  correctly  stated  in  the  case  of  Appleton  Waterworks 
Co.  V.  Kailroad  Commission,  154  Wis.  121,  47  L.Il.A.(N.S.)  770, 
142  N.  W.  476,  Ann.  Cas.  1915B,  1160,  where  the  question  of  a 
separate  item  for  going  value  was  under  consideration,  where  the 
court  said  [1.  c.  148] :  "The  value  of  the  plant  and  business  is  an 
indivisible  gross  amount  It  is  not  obtained  by  adding  up  a 
number  of  separate  items,  but  by  taking  a  comprehensive  view 
of  each  and  all  of  the  elements  of  the  property,  tangible  and  intan- 
gible, including  property  rights,  and  considering  them  all,  not  as 
separate  things,  but  as  inseparable  parts  of  one  harmonious  entity, 
and  exercising  the  judgment  as  to  the  value  of  that  entity." 

Consideration  of  all  the  evidence  and  of  all  the  elements  of 
value  is  essential  to  a  determination  of  a  just  and  equitable  valu- 
ation of  a  property  as  an  harmonious  entity.  Upon  full  and 
careful  consideration  of  all  the  evidence  introduced  in  this  case, 
the  Commission  finds  as  a  fact  that  the  fair  present  value  for 
determining  reasonable  and  just  rates  in  this  case  of  the  property 
and  business  of  defendant  used  and  useful  for  supplying  trans- 
portation of  persons  and  property  to  the  public  in  the  counties  of 
Wayne  and  Reynolds,  state  of  Missouri,  considering  such  prop- 
erty as  a  going  concern,  and  taking  into  account  the  fact  that  the 
railroad  is  in  successful  operation,  and  considering  all  elements  of 
value,  tangible  and  intangible,  of  the  property  as  used  in  the 
service  of  the  public,  is  the  sum  of  $823,000  at  the  date  June  30, 
1914,  which  sum  is  hereby  fixed  and  determined  by  the  Commis- 
sion as  the  fair  present  value  of  all  of  said  property  and  business 
as  of  said  date  and  for  the  said  purpose  of  determining  reasonable 
and  just  rates  in  this  case. 

[21]  Part  of  the  value  of  the  property  as  a  whole  is  devoted  to 
interstate  and  part  to  intrastate  service,  part  to  passenger  service 
and  part  to  freight  service,  carload  and  less  than  carload;  it  is 
therefore  necessary  to  make  a  reasonable  assi^ment  of  the  prop- 
erty devoted  to  the  several  services,  and  this  will  be  considered 

after  considering  the  apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses,  as 
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the  basis  of  apportioning  the  property  is  largely  dependent  upon 
the  bases  used  in  apportioning  the  expenses. 

VI.  Bevenvss  amd  Expenses. 

Voluminous  and  comprehensive  data  as  to  revenues  and  ex- 
penses of  applicant  company  were  presented  in  evidence  by  Mr. 
J.  M.  McShane,  chief  accountant  of  the  Commission^  and  Mr. 
J.  A.  Fremon,  general  auditor  of  the  Missouri  Southern  Railroad 
Company.  McShane's  report  shows  in  detail  the  revenues  and  ex- 
penses for  the  fiscal  years  1908  to  1913,  inclusive,  as  taken  di- 
rectly from  the  annual  reports  of  the  applicant,  and  for  the  year 
1914  as  analyzed  and  corrected.  The  following  table  shows  a 
summary  of  the  total  revenues,  expenses,  and  net  income,  ab- 
stracted from  McShane's  exhibit: 


Tear 

Total  revenue 

Grand 

Total 

other  deduo- 

endlofr  June 

from  transpor* 

total 

tiona  from 

Net  Income. 

30 

tatlon. 

revenue. 

income. 

1908 

$  98,597 

$  98,756 

9  80,891 

$  6,782 

$10,786 

1909 

101,917 

103,086 

•    76,549 

2,747 

22,516 

1910 

172,001 

174,648 

82,106 

7,794 

83,579 

1911 

168,643 

171,177 

87,686 

8,994 

72,a'>5 

1912 

155,436 

157,520 

73,381 

19,801 

.  61,738 

1913 

18:^,177 

184,730 

89,132 

21,520 

70,813 

1914 

171,738 

174,069 

101,881 

27,915 

41,069 

[22]  As  interest  on  unfunded  debt  is  part  of  the  return, 
rather .  than  an  operating  expense,  we  have  corrected  the  net 
income  shown  by  McShane  by  adding  to  it  the  interest  items 
for  the  years  19  J  2,  1913,  and  1914,  which  will  increase  the  net 
income  for  1912  to  $74,689,  for  1913  to  $84,397,  and  for  1914  to 
$55,775.  Considering  the  result  of  operations  for  the  years 
1908  to  1914,  it  appears  that  the  net  income  for  the  years  1908 
and  1909  was  comparatively  small,  but  increased  suddenly  in 
1910,  and  for  the  years  1910  to  1913  fell  between  $70,000  and 
$85,000,  but  in  the  year  1914  dropped  back  to  $55,775,  and  from 
other  evidence  the  business  in  1914  had  increased. 

McShane  and  Fremon  each  presented  analyses  of  the  profit 
and  loss  account  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1914,  showing  the 
revenues  and  expenses  in  detail,  and  for  convenience  of  com- 
parison we  have  placed  the  figures  obtained  by  them  as  to  revenues 
and  expenses  in  parallel  columns  in  the  following  table : 
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Revenues  and  Expenses  of  the  Missouri  Southern  Railroad  Compair^  as  Re- 
ported Separately  by  McShane  and  Fremon  for  the  Year  Ending  June 
30,  1914. 


Revenues. 

Freight  revenue 

Passenger  revenue 

Mail  revenue 

Switching  revenue 

Excess  baggage  revenue  . . . 

Car  service  revenue 

Telephone  service  revenue. 

Storage  freight  revenue 

Sundiy  revenue 


Total  revenues. 


Expenses. 
Maintenance  of  way  and  structures. 

Maintenance  of  equipment 

Traffic 

Transportation 

General  expenses 

Taxes 

Hire  of  e(}uipment 

Depreciation 

Rental  of  right  of  way 


Total  expenses. 


McShane's 
audit. 


$163,971.50 

13,161.24 

2,613.81 

1,928.00 

63.68 

990.00 

954.09 

174.05 

212.34 


$174)068.71 


$  34,876.20 
13,701.88 
598.23 
37,700.48 
15,004.61 
3,203.62 
12,978.34 


115.00 


Fremon's 
audit. 


$153,970.86 

13,161.24 

2,613.84 

1,928.00 

63.63 

979.00 

981.22 

167.26 

208.00 


$174,068.25 


$  41,051.80 

13,701.88 

598.23 

87,591.78 

15,228.95 

3,225.83 

12,978.34 

14,715.83 

115.00 


$118,178.36,   $139,207.64 


Thero  appears  only  46  cents  difference  in  the  total  gross  reve- 
nue for  the  year  ending  June  ^0,  1914,  Fremon  showing  total 
gross  revenues  amounting  to  $174,068.25,  leaving  no  question  as 
to  the  accuracy  of  this  account.  Comparison  of  the  operating 
expenses,  however,  discloses  several  differences  between  Me- 
Shane's  audit  and  Fremon's  audit,  the  most  important  of  which 
are  as  to  the  expense  accounts,  '^maintenance  of  way  and  struc- 
tures" and  "depreciation." 

[23]  The  books  show  that  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1914,  $55,068.27  was  expended  for  maintenance  of  way  and 
structures,  which  was  largely  in  excess  of  the  amounts  expended 
on  this  account  in  previous  years,  due  almost  entirely  to  the 
excess  renewals  with  accompanying  labor  cost.  Consequently, 
both  McShane  and  Fremon  adjusted  this  account,  McShane  by 
deducting  $20,301.77  as  "deferred  maintenance  of  way  and 
structures  erroneously  charged  to  operating  expenses  during  the 
period  July  1  to  December  31,  1913;  ties  $12,979.42;  labor 
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applying  ties  $7,322.35,  totaling  $20,301.77,"  and  by  adding 
$109.70  part  of  superintendence  erroneously  charged  to  general 
expenses,  leaving  this  account  as  corrected,  $34,876.20;  whereas, 
Fremon  corrected  this  account  to  $41,051.80,  by  deducting  $14,- 
016.47  for  his  estimate  of  excess  ties  and  placing.  We  have  gone 
carefully  over  the  details  of  this  adjustment  as  made  by  McShane 
and  by  Fremon,  considering  the  arguments  of  counsel  for  the  ap- 
plicant and  counsel  for  the  Commission,  which  are  in  consider- 
able detail,  and  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  McShane's 
adjustment  is  more  nearly  correct  than  Fremon's.  We  are  con- 
finned  in  this  opinion  by  the  following  table  showing  the  varia- 
tions of  the  accoimt  ^'maintenance  of  way  and  structures"  for  the 
fiscal  years  1908  to  1914: 
P.UJLiQiea 
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Confiidering  the  above  tabl^,  we  note  that  the  average  of 
the  seven  years'  expenditures  for  maintenance  of  way  and  stmc- 
turee  is  $82,102^  for  the  year  1913,  $32,966,  and  the  adjusted 
amount  for  1914  found  by  McShane  was  $34,876,  which,  as 
stated,  checks  the  adjustment  for  deferred  maintenance  as  made 
by  McShane. 

[24]  Fremon's  audit  contains  an  item,  "depreciation"  $14,- 
715.83,  which  does  not  represent  an  actual  expenditure,  but  an 
estimate  of  accrued  depreciation,  and  should  be  considered  in 
connection  with  an  allowance  for  depreciation  reserve,  Mo- 
Shane's  audit  shows  that  no  such  expenditure  was  made. 

Considering  the  above  corrections  and  some  other  minor  ad- 
justments, we  find  that  the  expenses  for  the  year  ending  June 
30,  1914,  amounted  to  $118,178.36  as  reported  by  McShane, 
instead  of  $139,207.64  as  reported  hj  Fremon. 

[25]  Witness  J.  A.  Fremon,  general  auditor  of  the  Missouri 
Southern  Railroad,  presented  in  his  exhibit  "No.  1  an  elaborate 
and  minutely  detailed  analysis  of  the  revenues  and  expenses  for 
the  year  ending  June  30,  1914,  which  is  the  only  evidence  as- 
signing value,  revenues,  and  expenses  to  intrastate  and  interstate 
passenger,  less  than  carload  and  carload  freight  services  of  appli- 
cant We  have  examined  and  considered  this  evidence  with  great 
interest  and  in  detail,  and  it  appears  to  constitute  a  practical 
and  reasonable  formula  or  method  for  segregating  values,  servi- 
ces, and  expenses  for  the  several  services  applicable  directly  to 
the  accounts  of  this  carrier,  as  kept  in  accordance  with  the 
uniform  system  of  accounting  prescribed  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  though  such  separations  of  value,  services, 
and  expenses  are  necessarily  arbitrary,  and  there  is  danger  of 
assuming  relations  which  may  not  in  fact  exist,  owing  to  the 
intermingling  of  traflSc,  the  use  of  property  in  common,  and  the 
incurring  of  expenses  for  all  services  in  common.  The  space 
necessary  prevents  our  stating  in  detail  the  twenty-nine  pages 
of  figure^  and  explanations  in  Fremen's  exhibit  No.  1,  and  we 
must  content  ourselves  with  the  following  more  brief  and  inade- 
quate statement.  In  Fremon's  formula  the  revenues  are  located 
ahnost  entirely  direct  to  the  several  services  performed  as  shown 
in  the  following  table,  t<^ther  with  the  note  of  explanation 

attached: 
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Revenue  as  Shown  by  the  Missouri  Southern  Railroad  Company  for  the  Year 
Ending  June  30,  1014,  and  Apportioned  by  It  to  the  Several  Services. 


Total. 

Intrastate. 

Interstate. 

Passenger  revenue 

$  13,161.24 

63.83 

2,613.84 

$  13,161.24 

Excess  baggage  revenue 

63.83 

Mail  revenue 

2,613.84 

Total  passenger  service  revenue. . . 

Freight    revenue,  less  than   carload 
traffic 

$  15,838.91 

$  17,961.42 
167.26 

$  15,838.91 

$  16,845.05 
167.26 

$  1,116.37 

Storage  from  less  than  carload  traffic 

Total  less  than  carload  freight  serv- 
ice revenue 

$  18,128.68 

$136,009.44 

1,928.00 

979.00 

$  17,012.31 

$  81,251.17 

1,804.00 

748.00 

$  1,116.37 

$54,758.27 
124.00 

Freight  revenue  from  carload  traffic . 
Switching  revenue 

Car  service  revenue 

231  on 

Total  carload  freight  service  revenue 
Telephone  service  revenue 

$138,916.44 

$       981.22 

$         50.00 
153.00 

$  83,803.17 

$       981.22 

$         50.00 
153.00 

$55,113.27 

Rents  of  buildings  and  other  property 
Miscellaneous  revenue 

$       203.00 

$       203.00 

Note.— 

Assignment  of  revenue  was  made  as  follows : 

Freight  revenues,  less  than  carload  and  carload,  switching 
revenues,  and  car-service  revenue  were  located  direct  to  intra- 
state and  interstate  as  actually  received;  all  passenger  revenue 
and  excess  baggage  revenue  were  considered  intrastate,  as  no  in- 
terline tickets  are  honored;  mail  revenue  was  considered  intra- 
state, as  responsibility  ceases  off  company's  line,  and  storage 
from  less  than  carload  traffic,  telephone,  revenue,  rents,  and 
miscellaneous  revenues  are  considered  intrastate. 

[26]  The  operating  expenses  are  assigned,  first,  to  passenger, 
less  than  carload  freight,  cafload  freight,  and  telephone  service 
by  applying  twelve  bases  of  apportionment  to  the  subaccounts 
imder  each  general  account  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission classification.  Kext,  the  expenses  so  assigned  are  sepa- 
rated between  interstate  and  intrastate  on  %asis  W,''  that  is,  the 
net  ton  mile  basis.  The  twelve  bases  of  apportionment  used  by 
Fremon  were  by  him  lettered  as  A,  B,  C,  D,  F,  H,  J,  K,  P,  S,  T, 
and  W. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Basis  ''A''  is  explained  by  Fremon  as  follows: 

**GrroflS  tons  carried  1  mile. 

"The  factors  determined  by  the  following  calculations  are  nsed 
to  apportion  all  expenditures  the  service  for  which  is  measured 
by  the  gross  wei^t  carried. 

"Gross  weight  carried  in  passenger  service: 

"The  company  owns  and  uses  two  passenger  coaches.  The 
average  weight  of  same,  equipped  with  seats,  stoves,  and  other 
necessary  furniture,  is  55,620  pounds.  During  the  year  passen- 
ger coaches  were  hauled  a  total  distance  of  39,312  miles,  which  is 
equivalent  to  carrying  1  tosa  a  distance  of  (miles)  1,098,267. 

"The  company  owns  and  uses  (me  baggage  car.  The  actual 
light  weight  of  same  is  34,600  pounds.  During  the  year  it  was 
hauled  a  total  distance  of  19,332  miles,  whicih  is  equivalent  to 
carrying  1  ton  a  distance  of  (miles)  333,477. 

"During  the  year  39,788  passengers  were  carried  a  total  dis- 
tance equal  to  one  passenger  being  carried  654,579  miles.  The 
average  weight  per  passenger,  including  baggage,  is  estimated  at 
200  pounds,  therefore  the  actual  weight  of  the  passengers  carried, 
with  their  baggage,  is  equivalent  to  carrying  1  ton  a  distance  of 
(miles)  65,458. 

"Estimated  weight  of  mail  carried  for  the  year  is  equivalent 
to  carrying  1  ton  a  distance  of  (miles)  5,635. 

"Making  total  gross  tons  carried  1  mile  in  passenger  service 
1,497,837,  or  12.33  per  cent  of  the  total  gross  weight  carried. 

"Gross  weight  carried  in  less  than  catload  freight  service: 

"The  average  light  weight  box  cars,  determined  by  taking 
the  actual  marked  weights  for  eight  months,  is  35,569  pounds. 
Box  cars  containing  less  than  carload  freight  were  hauled  during 
the  year  a  total  distance  of  30,966  miles,  which  is  equivalent  to 
hauling  1  ton  a  distance  of  (miles)  550,715. 

"The  actual  weight  of  less  than  carload  freight  carried  was 
equivalent  to  carrying  1  ton  a  distance  of  (miles)  154,656. 

"Making  total  gross  tons  carried  1  mile  in  less  than  carload 
freight  service  705,371,  or  5.80  per  cent  of  the  total  gross  weight 
carried. 

"Gross  weight  carried  in  carload  freight  service: 

"The  average  light  weight  of  all  freight  cars  handled,  deter- 
mined by  taking  t^e  actual  marked  weights  for  eight  months,  is 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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33,622  pounds.  Cars  containing  carload  freight  or  being  moved 
empty  for  the  purpose  of  being  loaded  with  carload  freight  were 
hauled  a  total  distance  304,442  miles,  which  is  equivalent  to 
hauling  1  ton  a  distance  of  (miles)  5,117,974. 

"The  actual  weight  of  carload  freight  carried  was  equivalent 
to  carrying  1  ton  a  distance  of  (miles)  4,830,794. 

"Making  total  gross  tons  carried  1  mile  in  carload  freight 
service  9,948,768,  or  81.87  per  cent  of  total  gross  weight  car- 
ried." 

"Basis  rB'  is  the  number  of  transactions  handled, — shipments 
and  passengers  and  commercial  telephone  messages. 

^^asis  *CP  is  the  division  of  trainmen's  time  located  directly 
on  estimated  daily  average  time  employed  in  each  service. 

"Basis  'D,'  station  employees'  time  is  apportioned,  one  eighth 
to  passenger  service;  balance  distributed  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  LCL  freight  shipments,  CL  freight  shipments,  and 
telephone  messages  handled  as  shown  by  Basis  'B.' 

"Basis  T,'  injuries  to  persons,  is  considered  transportation 
expense;  injuries  to  passengers  are  located  direct  to  passenger 
service,  and  injuries  to  employees,  divided  first,  in  proportion 
to  mileage  of  freight  trains  and  mixed  trains,  freight  trains  to 
carload  service  and  mixed  trains  divided  between  passenger 
LCL  and  CL  freight  on  the  basis  of  mileage  of  passenger  cars, 
LCL  freight  cars  and  CL  freight  cars. 

"Basis  TEI'  is  the  assignment  of  telephone  line  repairs. 

'TBasis  'P  used  for  assignment  of  buildings,  fixtures,  and 
grounds. 

"Basis  'K'  is  used  for  the  assignment  of  damages  to  property 
and  damages  to  live  stock. 

"Basis  T'  is  used  for  the  assignment  of  superintendence, 
general  expenses,  and  taxes,  apportioning  them  as  overhead  char- 
ges in  proportion  to  the  other  items  in  several  primary  accounts. 

*TBasis  ^S'  sets  out  the  train  miles  and  car  miles  used  ia 
some  other  bases. 

"Basis    T,'   traffic   expenses,    are   apportioned   one   quarter 

direct  to  passenger  service,  and  the  balance  apportioned  between 

freight  service  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  tons  of  each  class 

handled. 
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'^asis  ^'  is  founded  on  the  net-ton  miles;  that  is^  the  net 
tons  carried  1  mile,  and  is  as  follows: 

^^Less  than  oarload  freight: 

"Intrastate  traffic  146,234,  94.55  per  cent  of  total  LOL 
freight. 

"Interstate  traffic  4,422,  5.45  per  cent  of  total  LOL  freight 

"Carload  freight: 

"Intrastate  traffic  3,398,518,  70.36  per  cent  of  total  CL 
freight 

"Interstate  traffic  1,432,276,  29.64  per  cent  of  total  CL 
freight" 

Two  facts  peculiar  to  this  road  are  that  it  operates  no  trains 
for  passenger  service  only,  passengers  being  carried  in  passenger 
coaches  in  mixed  trains  with  a  regular  schedule  of  one  round  trip 
daily,  out  in  the  morning  and  back  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  it 
operates  a  telephone  system  partly  for  its  own  despatching  and 
partly  for  public  exchange  service.  The  parts  of  Fremon's 
formula  used  in  assigning  the  expenses  to  the  telephone  service 
would  not  be  generally  applicable,  as  most  railroads  do  not  oper- 
ate telephone  exchanges,  and,  as  passengers  are  carried  on  mixed 
trains  only,  the  gross  ton  mile  basis  of  assignment  is  particularly 
apropos. 

The  fundamental  basis  used  by  Fremon  is  the  assignment  of 
expenses  in  proportion  to  the  gross  ton  miles  of  each  service — 
passenger,  less  than  carload  and  carload  freight — assuming  the 
average  weight  of  a  passenger  and  his  baggage  at  200  pounds, 
and  calculating  from  the  carrier's  records  the  gross-ton  miles 
for  the  two  general  classes  of  freight — carload  and  less  than  car- 
load— ^that  iSj  his  basis  "A,"  which  results  in  the  following 
figures  for  gross-ton  miles  and  perc^itages  of  the  total  gross-ton 
miles  of  freight  and  passenger  service. 

ReflultB  of  Basis  "A." 


Passenger  service 

Less  than  carload  service 

Carload  service 

Total  freight  and  passenger  service 
P.U.B.1916C.  42 


Gross-ton 
miles 


Percentage  of 
total  gross- 
ton  miles. 


1,497,837 

705,371 

9,948,768 


12,151,976 


12.33 

5.80 

81.87 


100. 
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Assigimiezit  between  intrastate  and  interstate  is  made  by  as- 
signing all  passenger  service  to  intrastate^  as  no  separation  of 
passengers  was  possible,  there  being  no  joint  passenger  tickets 
sold,  and  all  passenger,  baggage,  and  mail  revenue  having  been 
assigned  to  intrastate  service.  Further,  this  line  was  entirely 
within  the  state,  and  no  passengers  were  charged  interstate 
fares.  Some  passengers  doubtless  were  interstate  passengers,  but 
the  number  of  such  passengers  must  have  been  comparatively 
small  and  no  excess  cost  of  intrastate  service  results  from  the 
formula,  so  under  the  peculiar  facts  in  this  case  no  other  basis 
of  assignment  of  passenger  service  between  interstate  and  intra- 
state business  appears  possible. 

Basis  "W"  is  used  to  assign  the  expenses  of  carload  and  less 

than  carload  freight  between  intrastate  and  interstate  service, 

resulting  as  follows: 

Basis  "W." 


Intrastate. 

Interstate. 

Net-ton 
miles 

Per- 
0  ntage 

Net-ton 
miles. 

Per- 
centage 

Less  than  carload  service 
Carload  service 

146,234 
3,398,518 

94.55 
70.36 

4,422 
1,432,276 

5.45 
29.64 

Combining  bases  "A"  and  "W^^  a  grossrton  mile  basis  for  as- 
signment of  expenses  to  interstate  and  intrastate  passenger  and 
freight  service,  carload  and  less  than  carload,  appears  as  fol- 
lows: 

Gross-Ton  Mile  Basis. 


Intrastate. 

Interstate 

Gross-ton 
miles 

Per  cent  of 
total  gross- 
ton  miles. 

Gross-ton 
miles. 

Per  cent  of 
total  gross- 
ton  miles. 

Passenger  service 

Less  than  earload  service 
Carload  service 

1,497,837 

666,928 

6,999,953 

12.33 
5.49  ^ 
57.60 

88,448 
2,948,815 

0.31 
24.27 

Total     passenger      and 
freight  service 

Total  gross-ton  miles,  int 

9,164,718 
erstate  and 

75.42 
intrastate  .. 

2,987,258 
12,151,976 

24.58 
100 
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Fremon  used  basis  "A^*  and  basis  ''W'^  separately,  but  where 
basis  "A"  is  first  applied  and  then  basis  ^^"  to  separate  inter- 
state and  intrastate,  the  some  result  would  be  obtained  by  using 
the  above  gross-ten  mile  basis  in  which  "A'^  and  "W"  are  com- 
bined. ,It  is  essential  to  note  that,  using  basis  "W"  for  separa- 
tion between  interstate  and  intrastate  freight^  no  excess  cost  for 
either  is  assumed  or  claimed;  on  the  contrary,  the  cost  per  net 
ton  mile  of  less  than  carload  freight  is  the  same  irrespective  of 
whether  the  freight  is  moving  intrastate  or  interstate,  and  simi- 
larly for  carload  freight  This  is  truly  a  refreshing  doctrine  in 
evidence  on  behalf  of  a  carrier,  and  appears  to  be  in  accordance 
with  the  facts  and  the  basis  of  use  announced  in  the  Minnesota 
Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  U.  S.  352,  1.  c.  461,  67 
JL  ed.  1511,  1566,  4»  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33  Sup,  Ct.  Rep. 
729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18 :  'When  rates  are  in  controversy,  it 
would  seem  to  be  necessary  to  find  a  basis  for  a  division  of  the 
total  value  of  the  property  independently  of  revenue,  and  this 
must  be  found  in  the  use  that  is  made  of  the  property ;  that  is, 
there  should  be  assigned  to  each  business  that  proportion  of  the 
total  value  of  the  property  which  will  correspond  to  the  extent 
of  its  employment  in  that  business.  It  is  said  that  this  is  ex- 
tremely difficult;  in  particular,  because  of  the  necessity  for  mak- 
ing a  division  between  the  passenger  and  freight  business  and  the 
obvious  lack  of  correspondence  between  ton  miles  and  passenger 
miles.  It  does  not  appear,  however,  that  these  are  the  only  units 
available  for  such  a  division;  and  it  would  seem  that,  after 
assigning  to  the  passenger  and  freight  departments,  respectively, 
the  property  exclusively  used  in  each,  comparable  use  units  might 
be  found  which  would  afford  the  basis  for  a  reasonable  division 
with  respect  to  property  used  in  common.  It  is  suggested  that 
other  methods  of  calculation  would  be  equally  unfavorable  to 
the  state  rates,  but  this  we  cannot  assume." 

Fremon  applied  his  formula  to  his  statement  of  operating  ex- 
penses which  total  $139,207.64,  and  in  accordance  with  his 
twelve  bases  assigned  $18,251.19  operating  expenses  to  passen- 
ger service,  $11,635.09  to  less  than  carload  freight,  $108,546.46 
to  carload  freight,  and  $774.90  to  telephone  service.  Using 
basis  "W,"  he  apportioned  the  cost  of  service  to  intrastate  service 
aad  interstate  service,  as  shown  in  the  following  table: 
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Fremon't  Apportionment  of  Cost  of  Service  to  Intrastate  Service  and  Inter- 
state Service. 


Total 
cost. 

Intrastate  Service. 

Interstate  service. 

Percent. 

Cost. 

Percent. 

Service. 

Passenger  service. 

$  18,251.19 

11,635.09 

108,546.46 
.     774.90 

100.00 

94.55 

70.36 
100.00 

$  18,251.19 

11,000.98 

76,373.29 
774.90 

Less  than  carload 
freight  service.. 

Carload  freight 
service 

5.45 
29.64 

$     634.11 
32,173.17 

Telephone  service. 

Total 

$139,207.64 

$106,400.36 

$32,807.28 

But  we  have  found  that  the  operating  expenses  actually 
amounted  to  $118,178.36,  instead  of  $139,207.64,  as  used  by 
Fremon  to  assign  to  the  several  services  as  noted  above.  It  be- 
comes necessary  to  apply  Fremon's  bases  to  assign  the  correct 
operating  expenses  to  the  several  services.  This  has  been  done 
by  using  all  of  the  details  of  Fremon's  assignment^  except  in  the 
primary  account  "maintenance  of  way  and  structures"  and  in  his 
estimate  of  depreciation,  the  latter  of  which  is  not  considered  an 
actual  expenditure,  and  the  former  being  adjusted  to  the  value 
obtained  by  McShane,  instead  of  that  by  Fremon's  adjustment, 
and  the  results  of  the  assignment  of  operating  expesiaes  to  the 
several  classes  of  service,  interstate  and  intrastate,  appear  in  the 
following  table: 

Assignment  of  Correct  Operating  Expenses  of  the  Missouri  Soutfaem  Rail* 
road  for  the  Year  Ending  June  30,  1914,  Using  Fremon's  Formula. 
Apportionment  between  passenger,  freight  and  telephone  service. 


Operating  ExpeDses. 


Maintenance  of  way  and  stnictures 

Maintenance  of  eqmpment 

Traffic  expenses 

Transportation  expenses 

General  expenses 

Total 

Hire  of  equipment 

^|^]^^g 

Rental,'  riifht  of  way . '. '. '. '. '. '.  '.'.*.!!!!! '. 
Total* 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Total. 


$  84.766.50 

18,701.88 

598.23 

87,591.78 

15.228.95 


$101,887.34 

12,978.34 

8,225.83 

115.00 


9118,206.51 


Passenger 
service. 


S  4.342.25 

3.114.88 

149.56 

5.075.84 

2.205.15 


914.887.63 


467.10 
14.18 


S15.S68.91 


L.O.L 
freiglit 
service. 


S  2,189.18 

778.82 

20.52 

5,452.82 

1,434.67 


S  9,825.41 

288.90 

803.88 

6.67 


$10,424.86 


Carload 

freight 
service. 


O^e- 
phone 
servloe. 


t28.080.04 

9.808.78 

428.15 

26.797.18 

11,511.56 


176.625.66 

12,689.44 

2,438.40 

94.15 


991,817.66 


$206.08 


266.94 
77.67 


S548.64 


16.45 


f666.0» 
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Apportionment  of  Cost  of  Service  to  Intrastate  and  Interstate  Serrioe. 


Total 
cost. 

Intrastate  Service. 

Interstate  Service. 

Per  cent 

Cost. 

Per  cent 

Cost. 

Passenger  Service. 
Less  than  carload 

$  15,368.91 
10,424.86 

91,847.65 
565.09 

100.00 

94.55 

70.36 

100.00 

$15,368.91 

9,856.71 

64,624.01 

565.09 

5.45 
29.64 

$     568.15 

Carload  service. . . 
Telephone  service 

27,223.64 

Total 

$118,206.51 



$90,414.72 

$27,791.79 

Fremon's  application  of  his  formula  to  his  statement  of  operat- 
ing expenses  assigned  76.43  per  cent  to  intrastate  passenger, 
freight,  and  telephone  service,  and  23.57  per  cent  to  interstate 
freight  service.  The  above  table,  applying  the  same  formula  in 
detail  to  the  correct  operating  expenses,  assigns  76.49  per  cent  to 
intrastate  and  23.51  per  cent  to  interstate  business. 

The  gross-ton  mile  formula  developed  by  combining  Fremon's 
bases  "A"  and  "W"  assigns  75.42  per  cent  to  intrastate  service 
and  24.58  per  cent  to  interstate,  and,  applying  this  to  the  operatr 
ing  expenses  as  a  whole,  would  ^assign  approximately  the  same 
amounts  to  intrastate  and  interstate  service  as  the  much  more 
detailed  assignment  by  using  all  twelve  of  Fremon's  bases  as  was 
done  in  the  above  table.  The  difference  approximates  1  per  cent 
of  the  total  operating  expenses,  and  appears  within  the  limit  of 
error  in  the  calculations.  So  the  gross-ton  mile  basis  gives  prac* 
tically  the  same  results  as  Fremon's  formula  with  twelve  bases, 
and  is  of  course  much  more  simple  to  apply  and  much  less  ex- 
pensive. However,  having  before  us  the  detailed  assignment  of 
Fremon,  and  having  applied  his  formula  in  detail  to  the  correct 
normal  operating  expenses  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1914, 
we  will  use  the  latter,  and  not  make  assignment  of  expenses 
directly  on  the  "gross-ton  mile"  basis,  though  we  have  pointed 
out  that  the  difference  in  results  is  small. 


VII.  Apportionment  of  Property  Value  and  Earning  to  Intra 
and  Inter  State  Service. 

Fremon's  formula  provides  for  apportionment  of  the  projierty 
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value  between  that  used  in  intrastate  and  that  used  in  interstate 
business,  locating  directly  a  few  of  the  items,  but  using  largely 
basis  "A"  and  basis  "W,"  which  result  in  assigning  75.85  per 
cent  to  intrastate  and  24.15  per  cent  to  interstate.  The  gross- 
ton  mile  basis  assigns  75.42  per  cent  and  24.58  per  cent, 
respectively;  that  is,  almost  exactly  the  same  result  would  be 
obtained  by  applying  the  gross-ton  mile  basis  to  the  property  as 
a  whole  as  by  applying  Fremon's  more  detailed  formula,  so  it 
appears  substantially  established. 

For  convenience,  separating  the  telephone  property  used  in 
exchange  service,  which  as  a  whole  in  round  numbers  appears  to 
be  worth  about  $3,000,  and  applying  the  gross-ton  mile  basis  to 
$820,000  all  other  property  value,  assigns  75.42  per  cent,  or 
$618,444,  of  the  value  to  intrastate  and  24.58  per  cent,  or 
$201,556,  to  interstate  service. 

The  gross-ton  mile  basis  can  be  used  to  extend  the  assignment 
of  property  values  to  classes  of  service,  and  so  applying  it  the 
following  table  results: 

Assignment  of   Property   Values   to   Intrastate   and   Interstate   Passenger, 
Freight  and  Telephone  Service. 


• 

Intrastate. 

Interstate. 

Value  devoted  to  Dasseneer  service 

$101,106.00 

46,018.00 

472,320.00 

Value  devoted  to  less  than  carload  service 

Value  devoted  to  carload  service 

$    2,542.00 
199,014.00 

Value  devoted  to  telephone  service 

$618,444.00 
3,000.00 

$201,556.00 

Total  value. 

$823,000.00 
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Smnmarizing  the  assignment  of  revenibesy  expenses,  and  prop- 
erty values,  the  lesnlts  are  more  briefly  stated  in  tabular  form,  as 
follows: 

Missouri  Southern  Railroad. 

Bummary  of  revenues,  empenaes,  valuea,  assigned  to  intrastate  and  inter- 
state passenger,  less  than  carload,  carload  freight,  and  telephone  service, 
together  with  net  earnings  and  percentage  on  property  value  available  for 
return,  surplus,  and  contingencies. 


Entire  line. 


Intrastate.     Interstate 


Passenger  and  baggage  and  mail  serv- 
ice : 

Revenue 

Cost 


Net  earnings 

Property  value 

Per  cent  net  earnings  to  property 
viQue 


Less  than  carload  freight : 

Revenue  

Cost 


Net  earnings 

Property  value 

Per   cent  net    earnings  to   property 
value 


Carload  freight  service : 

Revenue  

Cost 


Net  earnings 

Property  value 

Per  cent  net  earnings  to  property 
vfdue 


Telephone  service : 

Revenue 

Cost 


Net  earnings 

Property  value 

Per  cent  net  earnings  to  property 
value,  approximately 


All  service: 
Revenue 
Cost  .... 


Net  earnings 

Property  value 

Per  cent  net  earnings  to  property 
value 


$  15,838.91 
15,368.91 


$  15,838.91 
15,368.91 


$       470.00 
101,106.00 

0.46% 


$  18,128.68 
10,424.86 


$    7,703.82 
47,560.00 

16.20% 


$138,916.44 
91.847.65 


$  47,068.79 

671,334.00 

7.01% 


$       981.22 
565.09 


$       416.13 
3,000.00 

14.     % 


$174,068.25 
118,206.51 


$  55,861.74 
823,000.00 

•     0.79% 


$       470.00 
101,106.00 

0.46% 


$  17,012.31 
9,856.71 


$    1,116.37 
568.15 


$    7,155.60 
45,018.00 

15.89% 


$  83,803.17 
64,624.01 


$  19,179.16 

472,320.00 

4.06% 


$       981.22 
565.09 


$       416.13 
3,000.00 

14. 


$117,838.61 
90,414.72 


$  27,423.89 
621,444.00 

4.41% 


$       548.22 
2,542.00 

21.57% 


$  55,113.27 
27,223.64 


$  27,889.63 

199,014.00 

14.01% 


$  56,229.64 
27,791.79 


$  28,437.85 
201,556.00 

14.11% 
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[27]  It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  applicant  in  the  year 
ending  June  30^  1914^  earned  6.79  per  cent  on  the  present  value 
of  $823,000  from  all  of  its  business;  0.46  per  cent  on  the  value 
used  in  its  passenger  business  considered  all  intrastate;  15.89 
per  cent  on  the  value  used  in  its  LCL  intrastate  freight  business; 
21.57  per  cent  on  the  value  used  in  its  LCL  interstate  freight 
business;  4.06  per  cent  on  the  value  used  in  its  CL  intrastate 
freight  business;  14.01  per  cent  on  the  value  used  in  its  CL 
interstate  freight  business,  the  assignment  of  revenue,  expenses, 
and  property  values  being  made  as  hereinbefore  set  out;  or  to 
state  it  very  briefly,  the  evidence  before  us  is  to  the  effect  that 
applicant  is  making  practically  no  return  on  its  intrastate  pas- 
senger business,  an  ample,  if  not  unreasonably  high,  return  on 
its  intrastate  less  than  carload  business,  and  an  inadequate  re- 
turn on  its  intrastate  carload  freight  business.  It  consequently 
becomes  necessary  to  consider  separately  the  intrastate  passenger 
business,  the  intrastate  less  than  carload  and  carload  freight 
service  in  more  detail  and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  47  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  law  to  "determine  the 
just  and  reasonable  rates,  fares,  and  charges  to  be  thereafter 
observed  and  in  force  as  the  maximum  to  be  charged  for  the 
service  to  be  performed." 

VIIl.  Passenger  Fares. 

[28,  29]  For  a  considerable  period  prior  to  July,  1913,  appli- 
cant had  in  effect  a  passenger  rate  of  3  cents  a  mile,  but  follow- 
ing the  decision  in  the  Missouri  Kate  Cases  (Knott  v.  Chicago, 
B.  &  Q.  E.  Co.)  230  U.  S.  474,  57  L.  ed.  1571,  33  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
975,  has  been  charging  2  cents  a  mile.  The  effect  of  this  change 
of  rate  was  to  reduce  slightly  (about  3  per  cent)  the  revenue 
from  passenger  fares  from  $13,596  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1913,  to  $13,161  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1914,  though 
the  revenue  for  the  last  four  months  of  1913  and  for  the  first 
four  months  of  1914  was  for  each  period  slightly  in  excess  of 
the  revenue  for  the  first  four  months  of  1913;  in  other  words, 
practically  the  same  revenue  was  received  for  practically  the 
same  passenger  (mixed)  train  service,  approximately  50  per 
cent  more  passengers  being  carried  on  the  2-cent  fare.  The 
revenue  from  passenger  fares  for  each  of  the  fiscal  years  1908  to 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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1914,  as  shown  in  the  annual  reports  of  this  carrier,  was  as  fol* 
lows: 


Year  ending  June  30th. 

Revenue  from 

passenger 

fares. 

1908 

$10,383.00 

1909 

9,954.00 

1910 

13,222.00 

1911 

12,674.00 

1912 

•  11,896.00 

1913 

13,695.00 

1914 

13,161.00 

Applying  to  the  passenger  business  of  1914  the  rate  of  2^ 
cents  a  mile  results  in  adding  $3,290  to  the  revenue  from  pas- 
senger fares  and  in  increasing  the  per  cent  of  net  earning  to 
present  value  of  this  business  to  4.71,  on  the  basis  of  the  assign- 
ments in.  evidence. 

Applying  to  the  passenger  business  of  1914  the  rate  of  3  cents 
a  mile  results  in  adding  $6,580  to  the  revenue  from  passenger 
fares  and  in  increasing  the  per  cent  of  net  earning  to  present 
value  as  assigned  herein  to  approximately  7  per  cent;  applicant 
contends  for  a  4-cent  maximum  passenger  rate,  which  applied  to 
the  business  of  1914  (expenses  and  value  as  assigned  herein) 
would  double  the  revenue  from  passenger  fares  and  give  a  per 
cent  net  earning  to  present  value  of  approximately  13^  per  cent. 
We  cannot  assume,  however,  that  going  back  to  a  3-cent  rate  will 
provide  greater  passenger  revenue  than  resulted  from  that  rate 
in  the  fiscal  year  1913,  when  that  rate  was  in  effect,  for,  as  we 
have  seen,  lowering  the  rate  to  2  cents  a  mile  increased  the  pas- 
senger mileage  approximately  50  per  cent,  and  gave  very  nearly 
the  same  revenue  under  the  2-cent  rate  in  1914  as  was  obtained 
under  the  3-cent  rate  in  1913. 

The  effect  of  a  change  in  passenger  rate  upon  the  revenue  from 
passenger  fares  cannot  be  predicted  with  even  approximate  ac- 
curacy, depending  as  it  does  on  so  many  complicated  conditions, 
including  such  conditions  as  general  and  local  prosperity  or  ad- 
versity. It  is  a  serious  question  in  our  minds  as  to  whether  ap- 
plicant's passenger  business  in  itself  can  possibly  prove  fully 
remunerative  under  any  rate,  however  small  or  large,  as  the 
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actual  total  cost  of  the  pajBsenger  service  remains  practically 
unchanged  by  variations  in  the  number  of  passengers  carried, 
and  the  passenger  revenue  has  proved  to  change  only  slightly 
with  a  reduction  in  rate  from  3  cents  to  2  cents  a  mile.  The  real 
I)roblem  confronting  applicant  is  rather  what  rate  will  produce 
the  greatest  revenue.  The  question  we  have  to  decide  is  what, 
under  the  conditions,  considering  all  the  evidence,  is  the  rea- 
sonable maximum  rate  for  passenger  service.  We  are  aided  by 
and  not  unmindful  of  the  principles  recently  announced  by  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Norfolk  &  W.  E,  Co 
V.  Conley,  236  U.  S,  605,  59  L.  ed.  745,  P.U.R.1915C,  293,  35 
Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  437,  though  in  that  case  passenger  rates  alone 
were  under  consideration,  and  we  have  under  consideration  pro- 
posed changes  in  all  the  carrier's  rates.  In  that  case  the  court 
said,  1.  c.  608 : 

"1.  The  fundamental  question  presented  is  whether  the  valid- 
ity of  the  passenger  rate  can  be  determined  by  its  effect  upon  the 
passenger  business  of  the  company,  separately  considered.  What 
has  been  said  in  the  opinion  in  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  North 
Dakota,  236  TJ.  S.  586,  59  L.  ed.  735,  L.R.A.  — ,  — ,  P.U.R- 
1915C,  277,  35  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  429,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  1,  makes- 
an  extended  discussion  of  this  question  unnecessary.  It  was 
recognized  that  the  state  has  a  broad  field  for  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion  in  prescribing  reasonable  rates  for  common  carriers 
within  its  jurisdiction ;  that  it  is  not  necessary  that  there  should 
be  uniform  rates  or  the  same  percentage  of  profit  on  every  sort 
of  business ;  and  that  there  is  abundant  room  for  reasonable  clas- 
sification and  the  adaptation  of  rates  to  various  groups  of  serv- 
ices. It  was  further  held  that,  despite  this  range  of  permissible 
action,  the  state  has  no  arbitrary  power  over  rates;  that  the 
devotion  of  the  property  of  the  carrier  to  public  use  is  qualified 
by  the  condition  of  the  carrier's  undertaking  that  its  services 
are  to  be  performed  for  reasonable  reward;  and  that  the  state 
may  not  select  a  commodity,  or  class  of  traffic,  and,  instead  of 
fixing  what  may  be  deemed  to  be  reasonable  compensation  for  its 
carriage,  compel  the  carrier  to  transport  it  either  at  less  than  cost 
or  for  a  compensation  that  is  merely  nominal. 

"These  considerations  are  controlling  here.  The  passenger 
traffic  is  one  of  the  main  departments  of  the  company's  business; 
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it  has  its  separate  equipment,  its  separate  organization  and  man- 
agement, and  of  necessity  its  own  rates.  In  making  a  reasonable 
adjustment  of  the  carrier's  charges,  the  state  is  under  no  obliga- 
tion to  secure  the  same  rate  of  return  from  each  of  the  two  prin- 
cipal departments  of  business,  passenger  and  freight;  but  the 
state  may  not  select  either  of  these  departments  for  arbitrary 
control.  Thus,  it  would  not  be  contended  that  the  state  might 
require  passengers  to  be  carried  for  nothing,  or  that  it  could 
justify  such  action  by  placing  upon  the  rfiippers  of  goods  the 
burden  of  excessive  charges  in  order  to  supply  an  adequate 
return  for  the  carrier's  entire  service.  And,  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple, it  would  also  appear  to  be  outside  the  field  of  reasonable 
adjustment  that  the  state  should  demand  the  carriage  of  passen- 
gers at  a  rate  so  low  that  it  would  not  defray  the  cost  of  their 
transportation,  when  the  entire  traffic  under  the  rate  was  con- 
sidered, or  would  provide  only  a  nominal  reward  in  addition  to 
cost  That  fact,  satisfactorily  proved,  would  be  sufficient  to  rebut 
the  presumption  of  reasonableness;  and  if  in  any  case  it  could 
be  said  that  there  existed  other  criteria  by  reference  to  which  the 
rate  could  still  be  supported  as  a  reasonable  one  for  the  transpor- 
tation in  question,  it  would  be  necessary  to  cause  this  to  appear, 
Xorthem  P.  E.  Co.  v.  North  Dakota,  supra,  and  cases  there 
cited." 

In  the  case  before  us,  however,  it  is  not  a  question  of  selecting 
the  passenger  rate,  or  any  other  rate  for  arbitrary  control,  as  we 
are  considering  an  application  to  advance  practically  all  the 
maximum  rates  of  applicant  and  at  this  point  are  attempting 
to  determine  the  reasonable  maximum  passenger  rate;  we  have 
in  mind  the  principle  laid  down  in  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  U.  S. 
546,  43  L.  ed.  849,  18  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  418.  "On  the  other  hand, 
what  the  public  is  entitled  to  demand  is  that  no  more  be  exacted 
from  it  for  the  use  of  a  public  highway  than  the  services  rendered 
are  reasonably  worth." 

And  we  are  aided  by  the  fact  that  this  applicant,  holding  itself 
exempt  from  the  2-cent  maximum  passenger  statute  of  1907, 
voluntarily  charged  3  cents  a  mile  prior  to  July,  1913. 

The  United  Commercial  Travelers,  interveners,  represented 
by  Mr.  R.  A.  Knapp,  complained  as  to  the  quality  of  the  pas- 
senger and  freight  service,  their  theory  being  that  an  increase 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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in  passenger  rate  should  be  conditioned  on  improved  service. 
It  appears  that  the  mixed  trains  furnish  local  freight  service, 
and  consequently  at  times  fail  to  make  connections  with  the 
Iron  Mountain  at  Leeper,  possibly  due  to  the  necessity  of  "dou- 
bling the  hills"  and  to  too  much  switching  and  freight  service 
handled  by  these  mixed  trains.  Service  on  mixed  trains  appears 
to  be  the  only  passenger  service  which  applicant  can  economically 
furnish,  unless  a  light  motor  car  service  should  prove  feasible; 
the  passenger  business  available  does  not  appear  to  justify  operat- 
ing separate  passenger  trains  under  present  conditions. 

Considering  all  the  evidence,  we  find  that  the  passenger  rate 
of  2  cents  a  mile  in  effect  on  applicant's  railroad  is  unjust  and 
unreasonable  and  insufficient  to  yield  a  reasonable  return  for 
the  service  rendered,  and  our  judgment  is  that  the  reasonable 
and  just  maximum  rate  for  applicant  to  charge  is  3  cents  a  mile 
for  each  mile  or  fraction  thereof,  one-half  mile  or  over,  with  the 
condition  that  applicant  put  into  effect  the  sale  and  use  of  round- 
trip  tickets  at  a  price  10  per  cent  less  than  twice  the  one-way  fare, 
and  also  500-mile  bearer  mileage  books  at  the  rate  of  2  J  cents  a 
mile,  all  under  such  rules  and  r^ulations  as  found  reasonable  in 
cases  492  to  506  (not  yet  reported).  We  further  find  that  the 
passenger  service  is  inadequate  and  unreasonable,  and  that  it 
should  be  improved  to  at  least  make  scheduled  connections  at 
Leeper  with  the  Iron  Mountain  &  Southern  Railroad.  We  think 
a  not  unreasonable  further  condition  is  that  the  applicant  shall 
offer  for  sale  500-mile  individual  coupons  mileage  books  at  the 
rate  not  to  exceed  2^  cents  a  mile. 

IX.  Freight  Rates. 

A  division  of  the  freight  rates  involved  in  this  complaint  into 
four  parts  will  enable  a  more  thorough  understanding  of  the 
revenue  derived  thereunder  and  the  effect  of  changes  in  such 
rates.  This  division  should  be:  First,  less  than  carload  class 
rates ;  second,  carload  class  rates ;  third,  carload  commodity  rates 
not  covered  by  statutory  provision ;  and  fourth,  carload  commod- 
ity rates  covered  by  statutoiy  provision. 

Leas  than  car  load  shipments  are  forwarded  at  the  first  four 
class  rates  with  very  few  exceptions,  and  from  the  applicaiit's 
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exhibit  No.  7  it  will  be  found  that  this  subdivision  comprises 
but  4.57  per  cent  of  the  total  tonnage. 

The  carload  class  rates  cover  traflSc  which,  as  a  general  propo- 
sition, does  not  move  in  large  volume  between  designated  points, 
aad  applicant's  exhibit  No.  7  shows  that  this  division  comprised 
but  3.25  per  cent  of  the  total  tonnage  handled. 

Both  the  foregoing  divisions  are  governed  by  the  Railroad 
and  Warehouse  Commission's  maximum  freight  schedule  No.  1, 
effective  April  1,  1904.  The  l^slative  rates  which  were  enacted 
in  1907  and  which  were  put  into  effect  by  this  line  July  16, 1913, 
while  covering  but  a  few  commodities,  comprise  the  greatest 
tonnage  handled  by  the  road  and  form  the  underlying  basis  for 
the  complaint  in  this  case,  comprising  86.92  per  cent  of  the  total 
tomiage  handled,  as  shown  by  applicant's  exhibit  No.  7.  The 
Kailroad  and  Warehouse  Commission's  maximum  schedule,  as 
above  referred  to,  covered  a  number  of  commodity  rates  in  addi- 
tion to  those  superseded  by  the  legislative  acts  of  1907,  and  this 
tonnage  comprised  but  5.26  per  cent  of  the  total  handled  by  this 
company. 

[30]  The  class  rates  are  based  entirely  upon  the  first  class.  In 
the  promulgation  of  a  scheme  of  class  rates,  it  is  proper  to  ascer- 
tain a  just  first<;lass  rate  and  to  base  the  other  classes  upon  a 
given  percentage  of  such  first-class  rate. 

The  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission's  maximum  freight 
schedule  applicable  on  this  road  and  known  as  schedule  B  terri- 
tcJry  starts  at  15  cents  for  the  first  5  miles,  advancing  at  about 
2  cents  for  each  additional  5  miles,  until  30  miles  is  reached, 
and  advancing  1  cent  for  each  additional  5  miles  thereafter. 
The  applicant  proposes  a  schedule  starting  at  20  cents  for  the 
first  5  miles,  advancing  2  cents  for  each  5  miles  to  30  miles,  and 
advancing  1  cent  for  each  5  miles  thereafter.  This  schedule  was 
worked  out  by  witness  Gregory,  rate  expert  of  the  Arkansas  State 
Railway  Commission,  who  testified  that  he  knew  of  but  one  scale 
of  rates  applicable  in  the  United  States  that  was  as  high  as  the 
scale  proposed  by  him. 

As  heretofore  stated,  it  is  found  that  the  less  than  carload 
rates  produced  15.90  per  cent  of  earnings  on  the  value  of  the 
property  assigned  to  that  service,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
Commission  that  this  constitutes  more  than  sufficient  return 
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for  such  service^  and  the  application  to  advance  the  less  than  car- 
load class  rates  must  be  denied. 

Carload  Class  Eates. 

As  heretofore  stated,  class  rates  as  a  whole  are  based  upon  the 
first-class  rate,  and  if  the  scale  is  properly  adjusted  in  the  first 
instance,  it  is  impossible  to  change  the  class  rate  applicable 
upon  any  of  the  ten  classes,  without  changing  the  rate  upon  all 
ten  classes  for  the  same  distance,  without  bringing  about  serious 
discrimination.  The  carload  and  less  than  carload  class  rates  are 
adjusted  so  as  to  permit  the  freest  of  competition  between  various 
points,  and  if  the  carload  class  rate  is  unreasonably  low  as  com- 
pared to  the  less  than  carload  class  rates,  it  will  permit  the  job- 
ber located  nearest  to  the  consuming  destination  to  secure  the 
business  as  against  the  jobber  located  at  a  central  distributing 
point. 

The  expert  for  the  carrier  substantiated  this  theory,  and  adopt- 
ed as  his  basis  practically  the  same  percentage  as  prescribed 
by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  case  of  Iowa  State 
R.  Comrs.  v.  Arizona  Eastern  R  Co.  28  Inters.  Com.  Eep.  193. 

As  heretofore  stated,  the  carload  class  traffic  was  but  3.25 
per  cent  of  the  total  tonnage  handled,  and  applicant's  exhibit  No. 
7,  showing  the  revenue  actually  earned  and  the  estimated  reve- 
nue that  would  have  come  to  the  carrier  had  the  maximum  class 
rates  presented  been  applied,  indicates  that  the  carriers  have 
Toluntarily  taken  less  than  they  were  permitted  by  law  to  charge. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  carload  class  rates  are  nqt  un- 
reasonably low,  and  that  portion  ©f  the  carrier's  application 
must  be  denied. 

In  the  carrier's  statement,  as  shown  in  exhibit  No.  7,  no  dis- 
tinction has  been  made  between  traffic  covered  by  the  legislative 
rates  enacted  in  1907  and  the  traffic  not  covered  by  such  rates. 
As  an  example  of  this,  it  will  be  noted  that  in  the  handling  of 
lumber  and  articles  taking  lumber  rates,  that  the  carrier  has 
treated  all  such  shipments  as  though  the  statutory  rates  applied, 
while  all  other  carriers  in  Missouri  have  contended  and  have  re- 
stricted the  statutory  rates  to  apply  upon  lumber  and  railroad 
cross-ties,  refusing  in  every  instance  to  apply  such  rates  on 
staves  and  headings  and  upon  articles  which  base  higher  than  the 

P.U.R.1916C. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RE  RATES  MISSOURI  S.  R.  CO.  673 

lumber  rates.  This  likewise  appKes  to  rough  lumber  and  sucli 
commodities  where  it  will  be  noted  the  carrier  has  collected, 
voluntarily,  less  than  required  by  law. 

Eliminating  from  the  discussion  of  the  conunodity  rates  grain 
and  its  products,  lumber  and  its  products,  leaves  but  .54  per  cent 
of  the  total  tonnage  of  the  carrier  involved  in  a  commodity 
discussion ;  and  inasmuch  as  the  Conmiission  has  discussed  these 
commodities  very  thoroughly  in  cases  492  to  505,  and  has  au- 
thorized certain  changes  in  the  rates  named  therein,  reference 
is  here  made  to  that  opinion,  and  the  same  rates  prescribed  there- 
in will  be  prescribed  in  this  case. 

Grain  and  Grain  Products. 

The  testimony  indicates  that  there  are  two  classes  of  rates 
upon  grain  and  its  products  between  points  in  the  state  of  Mis- 
souri,— the  schedule  provided  by  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse 
Commission  in  1905  and  the  schedule  enacted  by  the  legislature 
in  1907,  and  which  was  first  published  by  this  line  in  1913.  The 
legislative  schedule  covers  only  grain  and  flour,  and  as  held  by 
this  Commission  in  case  99  does  not  embrace  transit  privileges, 
nor  does  it  provide  rates  upon  the  by-products. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  found  in  Mer- 
chants' Exch.  V.  Baltimore  &  O.  R.  R.  Co.  34  Inters.  Com.  Rep. 
341,  that  discrimination  existed  against  interstate  traffic  by 
reason  of  the  application  of  the  legislative  scale  of  rates  in  the 
state  of  Missouri,  and  as  a  result  of  such  finding  this  Commis- 
sion has  authorized  the  railroads  of  Missouri  to  advance  the 
legislative  scale  and  reduce  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com- 
mission scale  providing  a  reasonable  maximum  schedule  of  rates 
for  application  between  points  in  the  state  of  Missouri,  such 
rates  to  be  the  same  for  state  and  interstate  traffic,  and  to  cover 
all  transit  privileges,  absorption  privileges,  and  to  be  applicable 
upon  the  by-product  rates,  and  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
schedule  authorized  in  its  authority  No.  881  will  be  a  fair,  rea- 
sonable schedule  for  application  upon  the  Missouri  Southern 
Railway,  and  that  portion  of  the  carrier's  application  for  a  per- 
mit to  increase  rates  on  grain  and  grain  products  will  be  permit- 
ted to  the  extent  specified. 

P.U.R,1916C. 
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Lumber  and  Articles  Taking  Lumber  Rates.   - 

The  carrier  proposes  to  apply  upon  rough  lumber,  logs,  etc., 
which  are  destined  to  a  mill  for  manufacture  and  to  be  shipped, 
a  reduction  from  the  present  rates.  This  traffic  comprises  2.76 
per  cent  of  the  tonnage  and  earned  1.36  per  cent  of  the  revenue, 
and  under  the  proposed  reifidjustment  of  lie  carrier  will  earn 
.82  per  cent  of  the  revenue.  This  is  considered  in  the  light  of 
a  transit  rate,  and  as  the  inbound  revenue  is  but  the  first  revenue, 
it  cannot  be  considered  as  discriminatory,  and  that  portion  of 
the  carrier's  application  will  b^  granted  and  the  schedule  pro- 
posed will  be  permitted  to  become  effective. 

[31]  Lumber  and  articles  basing  on  the  lumber  rate  com- 
prise 85.77  per  cent  of  the  carrier's  total  tonnage  and  earned 
72.63  per  cent  of  the  total  revenue.  Had  the  statutory  rates 
been  applied  on  all  of  this  traffic,  it  would  have  earned  67.18 
per  cent  of  the  revenue  that  would  have  accrued  had  the  statutory 
rates  been  applied  throughout.  This  difference  is  brought  about 
due  to  certain  through  rates  having  been  named  from  points  on 
the  line  of  the  Missouri  Southern  to  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  in  con- 
nection with  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain,  &  Southern,  and  the 
division  allowed  the  Missouri  Southern  out  of  the  through  rates 
was  in  many  instances  higher  than  the  local  rate.  This  is  not  an 
unusual  condition,  as  the  line  originating  the  tonnage  is  often 
granted  a  division  of  from  25  per  cent  to  50  per  cent  of  the  total 
revenue,  and  this  division  is  in  many  instances  higher  than 
the  local  rate,  while  the  through  rate  is  much  cheaper  than  the 
through  combination  of  such  locals,  and  is  based  upon  the 
reduction  in  expense,  on  the  second  and  additional  lines  in  solicit- 
ing the  traffic,  furnishing  and  placing  the  car  for  loading,  add 
all  of  the  expenses  incident  to  starting  the  shipment.  There 
appears  no  reason  to  presume  that  such  condition  will  not  exist 
in  the  future,  and  therefore  the  carrier's  application  to  have  this 
siun  deducted  from  any  compilation  cannot  be  granted. 

The  rate  upon  lumber  prior  to  the  application  of  the  statutory 
rates  by  this  carrier  was  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commis- 
sion schedule  promulgated  in  1905.  The  Railroad  and  Ware- 
house Commission  schedule  covered  lumber  as  well  as  numerous 
other  articles  which  based  thereon  and  provided  arbitraries  over 
and  under  the  lumber  rates  for  such  articles. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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[32]  The  statutory  rates  cover  three  commodities, — ^lumber, 
laths,  and  shingles, — and  in  the  application  of  these  rates  im- 
just  discrimination  has  been  brought  about  by  reason  of  the 
application  of  the  Kailroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  schedule 
upon  fence  posts,  piling,  staves,  headings,  box  material,  and 
many  other  commodities  which  should  take  the  lumber  rate.  The 
statutory  rates  start  at  6  cents  for  each  haul  extending  up  to  and 
including  25  miles,  and  then  advance  at  the  rate  of  ^  cent  for 
each  additional  25  miles  or  fractional  part  thereof.  The  schedule 
as  a  whole  is  not  unreasonable,  but  its  application  brings  about 
discrimination,  and  unjustly  proportions  the  burden  of  the  ex- 
pense as  between  the  various  distances. 

Rate  experts  have  stated,  and  Commissions  have  held,  that 
5  miles  is  the  proper  factor  on  which  to  base  rates  where  the 
distance  is  less  than  100  miles,  and  it  has  been  further  held  that 
the  rate  of  increase  for  each  additional  distance  should  diminish 
as  the  haul  increases  as  the  primary  or  6-cent  rate  takes  care  of 
the  terminal  expense,  and  to  continue  the  same  rate  of  increase 
throughout  the  schedule  presumes  that  the  haulage  cost  is  identi- 
cally the  same  for  each  mile,  whereas  it  is  known  that  in  freight 
traffic  the  per  mile  cost  is  much  less  for  a  100-mile  haul  than  for 
a  15-mile  haul,  as  more  units  ent«r  into  the  transportation  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  the  expense  of  starting  and  stopping  the 
shipments,  and  each  unit  need  not  be  as  heavy  as  in  the  shorter 
hauls. 

[33]  Lumber  and  articles  basing  upon  the  lumber  rate  are 
attractive  commodities  for  a  railroad  to  handle  in  that  they  give 
a  heavy  loading  per  car  and  a  resultant  high  revenue  per  car 
mile.  The  liability  is  low,  and,  with  the  exception  of  the  require- 
ment for  a  good  roof,  the  class  of  equipment  necessary  is  not 
required  for  handling  lumber  shipments  as  handling  the  general 
class  of  commodities,  and  these  elements  must  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  the  formation  of  a  rate  to  properly  distribute  the 
burden  of  transportation  to  the  various  commodities. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  from  all  the  testimony  HxeA 
the  lumber  rate  should  be  readjusted,  and  will  so  order. 

Ties. 

The  exhibits  show  that  the  movement  of  ties  by  this  line  was 
P.U.R.1916G.  43 
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exceptionally  heavy  during  the  fiscal  year  1914,  and  the  teeti- 
mony  attributes  this  heavy  movement  to  the  reduction  in  the  tie 
rate. 

It  appears  that  the  price  of  ties  at  the  delivery  point  did 
not  change  materially  by  reason  of  this  reduction  in  rate,  but  the 
reduction  enabled  the  tie  buyer  to  pay  a  higher  price  at  the  point 
of  origin  on  this  line,  thus  lending  to  the  attractiveness  to  labor 
to  work  at  this  trade.  It  is  testified  that  a  return  to  the  rate  in 
eifect  on  this  line  prior  to  July  16,  1913,  will  have  the  effect  of 
seriously  reducing  the  volume  of  this  tonnage,  and  due  to  the 
reduced  tonnage  the  carrier  will  not  be  able  to  secure  the  increase 
in  revenue  that  a  straight  increase  in  rates  would  indicate.  As 
in  the  case  of  passenger  rates,  it  will  mean  merely  a  shifting  of 
the  amount  of  tonnage  with  practically  little  change  in  the  reve- 
nue. These  statements  are  doubtless  true,  but  the  evidence 
clearly  shows  that  the  rate  in  effect,  as  well  as  the  rate  in  effect 
prior  to  July  16,  1913,  are  unreasonable,  the  present  rate  being 
unreasonably  low,  while  the  prior  rate  was  unreasonably  high. 

Ties  would  appear  to  be  one  of  the  most  attractive  commodi- 
ties for  railroads  to  handle.  They  load  heavy,  thus  producing  a 
comparatively  high  revenue  per  car  mile,  and  the  railroad  as- 
sumes little,  if  any,  hazard  of  liability  in  transporting  ties.  It 
is  often  said  that  the  movement  of  cross-ties  is  an  asset  to  a  rail- 
road rather  than  a  liability,  in  that  in  case  of  wreck  to  the  par- 
ticular train  on  which  such  ties  are  handled  they  are  available 
for  confiscation  by  the  carriers  and  the  prompt  repair  of  the 
track,  thus  tending  to  reduce  the  delay  incident  to  such  wreck 
without  awaiting  the  arrival  of  ties  from  some  distant  point. 
Any  class  of  equipment  is  suitable  for  handling  ties,  and  in  this 
connection  it  was  testified  that  equipment  was  set  aside  for  such 
service  that  was  not  suitable  for  transporting  other  classes  of 
trafiic. 

As  ties  should  bear  their  just  proportion  of  the  burdea  of  the 
expense,  a  rate  somewhat  lower  than  a  fair,  reasonable  rate 
upon  lumber  appears  a  reasonable  rate  for  ties. 

We  find  that  the  following  schedule  of  rates  for  transportation 
of  railroad  cross-ties  is  the  reasonable  maximum  rate  that  appli* 
cant  may  charge  for  the  service  to  be  rendered. 
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Miles. 

Rate. 

5 

2.50 

10 

2.70 

15 

2.90 

20 

8.10 

25 

3.30 

30 

3.50 

35 

3;ao 

40 

3.80 

45 

3.90 

50 

4.10 

55 

4.30 

Minimum  weight  on  cars  xmder  36  feet  in  length,  inside  meas- 
urement, 30,000  pounds.  On  cars  36  feet  to  and  including 
37  feet,  6  inches  in  length,  inside  measurements,  35,000  poimds. 
In  cars  over  37  feet,  6  inches  in  length,  inside  measurements, 
40,000  pounds. 

Applying  the  foregoing  schedule  of  rates  on  ties  to  applicant's 
1914  business,  as  shown  in  detail  in  exhibit  No.  7,  would  alone 
increase  applicant's  revenue  by  $13,136,  and,  assuming  the  same 
amount  accruing  to  the  applicant  as  division  of  joint  rates,  would 
increase  the  net  earnings  on  applicant's  intrastate  carload  freight 
traffic  to  $32,315,  and  the  per  cent  of  net  earnings  to  the  value 
of  property  assigned  to  the  intrastate  carload  freight  service 
from  4.06  per  cent  to  approximately  6.85  per  cent 

X.  Ctmclugion. 

The  determination  of  reasonable  maximum  rates  to  be  there- 
after observed  by  a  common  carrier  is  not  only  a  serious,  but  an 
extremely  delicate  and  complicated,  proceeding,  affected  as  it  is 
by  complex  and  changing  conditions  and  by  the  sensitiveness  of 
traffic  movement  to  changes  and  variations  in  rates;  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  maximum  rates  prescribed  in  this  case  can  only 
be  determined  definitely  after  they  have  been  in  effect  for  a 
considerable  period,  consequently  we  reserve  the  right  to  modify 
or  change  our  opinion  or  order  in  this  case  upon  a  proper  showing 
that  the  rates  prescribed  are  unreasonable  or  unjust  to  applicant 
or  to  the  public.  Making  the  rates  effective  January  1, 1916,  will 
allow  sufficient  time  for  preparing  and  filing  tariffs  and  for  notioe 
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to  the  public.  The  order  should  provide  that  the  rates  found  rea- 
sooable  herein  arc  the  maximum  rates  for  applicant  to  charge 
for  a  period  of  one  year  and  thereafter  until  abrogated  or  changed 
by  the  Commission. 

An  order  should  be  entered  in  conformity  to  the  views  ex- 
pressed herein.  McQuillin,  C,  concurs;  Atkinson,  Chairman, 
concurs  in  the  result ;  Bean,  C,  having  been  of  counsel,  takes  no 
part  in  this  decision  and  order. 

ORDER. 

These  cases  being  at  issue  upon  appliciition  and  the  order  of 
the  Commission  to  ascertain  and  determine  the  fair  present  value 
of  applicant's  property  devoted  to  the  public  service  in  the  trans^ 
portation  of  passengers  and  freight,  due  notice  thereof  having 
been  given,  and  these  cases  having  been  duly  heard  and  submitr 
ted,  and  full  jayestigation  of  the  matters  and  things  involved 
having  been  had,  and  the  Commission  having  on  the  date  hereon 
made  and  filed  its  report  containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  con- 
clusions thereon,  which  said  report  is  hereby  referred  to  and 
made  a  part  hereof, — Now,  upon  the  evidence  in  these  cases,  and 
after  due  deliberation,  it  is 

Ordered :  1.  That  the  Commission,  upon  a  full  investigation 
of  all  the  evidence  in  these  cases,  finds  as  a  fact  that  the  fair 
present  value  for  determining  reasonable  and  just  rates  in  these 
cases  of  all  the  railroad  property  of  applicant,  the  Missouri 
Southern  Railroad  Company,  located  in  the  counties  of  Wayne 
and  Reynolds,  state  of  Missouri,  as  of  the  date  June  30,- 1914, 
including  all  of  applicant's  property  used  and  useful  in  its  busi- 
ness of  transportation,  but  excluding  its  property  not  so  used 
and  useful,  considering  said  railroad  as  a  going  concern  and 
taking  into  account  the  fact  that  it  is  in  successfiil  operation,  and 
including  engineering,  supervision,  interest  during  construction, 
organization,  and  general  expenses,  legal  expenses,  contingencies, 
insurance,  general  contractor's  profit,  promotion,  and  other  de- 
velopment expenses,  and  working  capital,  and  including  all  other 
elements  of  value,  tangible  and  intangible,  as  used  in  the  public 
service  in  supplying,  as  a  common  carrier,  transportation  of 
freight  and  passengers  by  said  applicant,  the  Missouri  Southern 

Railroad  Company,  is  the  sum  of  $823,000,  which  said  sum  is 
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hereby  fixed  and  determined  by  the  Commission  to  be  the  fair 
present  value  of  said  property  as  of  said  date  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  reasonable  and  just  rates  in  these  cases. 

Ordered:  2.  That  the  maximimi  rates^  fares,  and  charges, 
chaigeable  by  applicant  common  carrier,  the  Missouri  Southern 
Railroad  Company,  a  railroad  corporation,  are  insufficient  as 
to  maximum  commodity  freight  rates  and  passenger  rates  set 
out  in  detail  in  the  report  filed  herewith,  to  yield  reasonable 
compensation  for  the  services  rendered  and  are  unjust  and  unrea- 
sonable in  that  they  are  too  low. 

Ordered :  8.  That  the  Commission  finds^  from  all  the  evidence 
in  these  cases,  that  the  maximum  commodity  freight  rates,  rules, 
r^ulations,  and  classifications  herein  set  forth  are  reasonable 
and  just  for  the  transportation  of  the  commodities  herein  named 
over  the  line  of  the  applicant  carrier,  between  points  wholly 
within  this  state. 

Ordered :  4.  That  the  said  Missouri  Southern  Railroad  Com- 
pany, applicant  herein,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  and  per- 
mitted, on  January  1,  1916,  upon  notice  to  this  Commission  and 
to  the  general  public,  by  not  less  than  thirty  days'  filing  and 
posting  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  §  31  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  law,  to  charge  and  collect  the  following  maximum 
commodity  freight  rates  under  the  following  rules,  regulations, 
and  classifications: 

Item  No.  1.  The  rates  named  herein  shall  apply  to  the  trans- 
portation of  property  between  points  wholly  within  this  state, 
and  shall  be  subject  to  the  following  rules,  regulations,  and  re- 
quirements, taking  precedence  in  the  order  named. 

A.  Those  named  herein. 

B.  Those  named  in  o;rders  of  this  Commission  heretofore  or 
hereafter  issued. 

C.  Those  contained  in  orders  of  the  former  Board  of  Railroad 
and  Warehouse  Commissioners  of  this  state. 

D.  Western  classification. 

E.  Western  Trunk  Lines'  Rule  Circular. 

F.  Individual  exception  sheets  issued  by  the  carrier. 

Item  No.  5.  Where  Western  classification  is  referred  to  herein, 
same  is  intended  to  refer  to  agent  R.  C.  Fyfis  P.  S.  C.  Mo.  No. 
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2,  and  supplements  thereto  or  reissues  thereof,  which  have  been 
approved  by  this  Commission. 

Where  Western  Trunk  Lines'  Circular  is  referred  to  herein, 
same  is  intended  to  refer  to  Agent  E.  B.  Boyd's  P.  S.  C.  Mo.  Xo. 
38,  and  supplements  thereto  or  reissues  thereof,  which  have  been 
approved  by  this  Commission. 

Item  No.  10.  Unless  otherwise  provided  for  herein,  freight 
transported  under  this  tariff  in  addition  to  the  rates  named  here- 
in will  be  subject  to  the  current  rules  and  regulations  relating 
to  diversion,  reconsigmnent,  stopping  in  transit,  switching  and 
transit  privileges  as  are  lawfully  provided  in  tariffs  on  file  with 
this  Commission,  together  with  all  other  privil^es,  charges,  and 
rules  which  in  any  way  decrease  the  amount  to  be  paid  on  any 
shipment  as  stated  in  this  tariff,  or  which  increases  the  value  of 
the  service  to  the  shipper. 

Item  No.  16.  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be  construed  as 
approving  the  uniform  bill  of  lading  as  contained  in  the  Western 
classification  where  any  part  of  such  uniform  bill  of  lading  con- 
flicts with  the  laws  of  this  state. 

Item  No.  20.  The  rates  named  herein  on  live  stock  are  sub- 
ject to  the  valuations  named  in  the  Western  classification. 

[34]  Item  No.  25.  In  computing  charges  under  the  rates 
named  herein,  fractions  of  a  cent  one  to  five  tenths  shall  be 
dropped  and  six  to  nine  tenths  shall  be  called  one. 

[35]  Item  No.  30.  When  a  carrier  receives  an  order  for  a 
car  or  cars  of  specified  size  or  carrying  capacity,  such  as  are  com- 
monly in  use  on  its  line,  not  specifically  devoted  to  some  other 
ser^'ice,  and  the  carrier,  for  its  own  convenience,  furnishes  a 
car  or  cars  of  a  greater  length  or  greater  carrying  capacity  than 
ordered,  the  shipment  must  be  accepted  and  billed  by  the  carrier, 
subject  to  the  minimum  weight  applicable  upon  the  equipment 
ordered,  and  the  forwarding  agent  shall  make  the  following  no- 
tation upon  bill  of  lading  and  waybill:  "Car  subject  to  mini- 
mum weight  of  pounds  ordered:"     Provided,  that  if  the 

shipper  takes  advantage  of  the  larger  car  and  loads  same  in  ex- 
cess of  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  equipment  ordered,  the  ship- 
ment shall  be  delivered  subject  to  the  minimum  weight  applicable 
upon  the  size  of  car  necessary  to  carry  the  load. 

Item  No.  35.    Rates  named  in  item  No.  200  as  applying  upon 
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brick  shall  apply  upon  the  following  commodities  in  straight  or 
mixed  carloads : 

Brick,  building  and  paving  (except  bath  and  enameled)  ;  brick, 
fire;  blocks  (cement),  building  or  paving,  plain  or  ornamental; 
blocks  (concrete),  building  or  paving,  plain  or  ornamental; 
blocks  (artificial  stone),  building  or  paving,  plain  or  ornamen- 
tal; blocks  (creosoted),  paving,  straight  carloads;  blocks  (seg- 
ment sewer) ;  clay  conduits ;  clay,  fire ;  fiire-proofing,  hollow 
building  tile;  stone,  dressed,  not  figured,  lettered,  or  polished. 

Minimum  wieight  shall  be  50,000  pounds,  except  where  cars 
are  loaded  to  full  visible  carrying  capacity,  in  which  event  actual 
weight  will  govern. 

Item  No.  40.  Eates  named  in  item  No.  205  as  applying  upon 
cement  shall  apply  upon  shipments  of  cement,  lime,  stucco, 
plaster,  and  cement  plaster  in  straight  or  mixed  carloads,  mini- 
mum weights  as  follows : 

Cement,  38,000  pounds;  plaster  and  stucco,  30,000  pounds; 
lime,  24,000  pounds. 

Mixed  carload  shipments  shall  take  the  highest  minimum 
weight  of  any  commodity  contained  in  the  car. 

Item  No.  45.  Rates  named  in  item  No.  210  as  applying  upon 
wheat  shall  apply  upon  wheat,  flour,  flaxseed,  millet  seed,  and 
Hungarian  seed,  and  articles  taking  the  same  rates  as  shown  in 
Western  Trunk  Line  Circular.     Minimum  weights  as  follows: 

Grain,  10  per  cent  less  than  marked  capacity  of  car,  except 
where  cars  are  loaded  to  full  visible  carrying  capacity,  in  which 
event  actual  weight  will  govern. 

Grain  products,  30,000  pounds. 

Item  Noi  50.  Eates  named  in  item  No.  215  as  applying  upon 
com  will  apply  upon  com,  oats,  barley,  and  articles  taking  same 
rates  as  shown  in  Western  Trunk  Line  Circular.  Minimum 
weights  as  follows: 

Oats,  30,000  pounds ;  grain  (other  than  oats)  10  per  cent  less 
than  marked  capacity  of  car,  except  where  cars  are  loaded  to 
full  visible  carrying  capacity,  in  which  event  actual  weight  will 
govern. 

Grain  products,  30,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  55.  Eates  named  in  item  No.  220  as  applying  upon 
cattle  shall  apply  on  cattle  in  single-deck  cars,  calves  in  single  or 
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double-deck  cars^jsheep  and  hogs  in  double-deck  cars,  either  oowr 
mon  or  palace  cars.    Minimum  weights  as  follows: 

Thirty-three  feet,  6  inches  to  and  including  35  feet,  6  inches 
in  length,  inside  meaaurement,  20,000  pounds;  cars  over  35  feet, 
6  inches  to  and  including  37  feet,  1  inch  in  length,  inside  meas- 
urement, 22,000  pounds;  cars  over  37  feet,  1  inch  to  and  in- 
cluding 40  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement,  24,000  pounds; 
cars  over  40  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement,  26,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  60.  Kates  named  in  item  No.  225  shall  apply  on 
hogs,  in  single-deck  cars,  either  common  or  palace  cars.  Mini- 
mum weights  as  follows : 

Cars  over  33  feet,  6  inches  to  and  including  35  feet,  6  inches  in 
length,  inside  measurement,  15,500  pounds ;  cars  over  35  feet,  6 
inches  to  and  including  37  feet,  1  inch  in  length,  inside  measure- 
ment, 17,000  pounds;  cars  over  37  feet,  1  inch  to  and  including 
40  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement,  18,500  pounds ;  cars  over 
40  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement,  20,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  65.  Hates  named  in  item  No.  230  shall  apply  on 
sheep  in  single-deck  cars,  either  common  or  palace  cars,  mini- 
mum weights  as  follows: 

Cars  over  33  feet,  6  inches  to  and  including  35  feet,  6  indies 
in  length,  inside  measurement,  10,500  pounds;  cars  over  35  feet, 
6  inches  to  and  including  40  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement^ 
13,500  pounds;  cars  over  40  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement^ 
15,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  70.  Kates  named  in  items  Nos.  220,  225,  and  230 
apply  upon  shipments  of  cattle,  calves,  hogs,  or  sheep  in  condition 
for  slaughter.  Shipments  of  cattle,  calves,  hogs,  or  sheep  as 
stockers  or  feeders  shall  be  governed  by  rules  named  in  items 
Nos.  55,  60,  and  65  as  to  minimum  weights,  but  shall  take  75 
per  cent  of  the  rates  named  in  items  Nos.  220,  225,  and  230 
respectively. 

Item  No.  75.  Kates  named  in  item  No.  135  will  apply  upon 
shipments  of  horses,  mules,  or  asses,  in  straight  or  mixed  car- 
loads, in  either  standard  or  palace  cars.  Minimum  weights  as 
follows : 

Cars  over  33  feet,  6  inches  to  and  including  35  feet,  6  inches  in 
length,  inside  measurement,  22,000  pounds ;  cars  over  35  feet,  6 
inches  to  and  including  36  feet,  6  inches  in  length,  inside. meas- 
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nrements,  23,000  pounds;  cars  36  feet,  6  inches  to  and  including 
37  feet,  6  inches  in  length,  inside  measurements,  23,690  pounds ; 
cars  37  feet,  6  inches  to  and  including  38  feet,  6  inches  in  length, 
inside  measurements,  24,380  pounds;  cars  38  feet,  6  inches  to 
and  including  39  feet,  6  inches  in  length,  inside  measurements, 
25,070  pounds;  cars  39  feet,  6  inches  to  and  including  40  feet, 
6  inches  in  length,  inside  measurements,  25,760  pounds;  cars 
over  40  feet,  6  inches  in  length,  inside  measurements,  add  3  per 
cent  for  each  added  foot  (or  fraction  thereof)  to  minimum  for 
36  feet,  6  inch  cars. 

Item  No.  80.  The  rates  named  in  item  No.  240  as  applying 
upon  lumber  shall  apply  upon  lumber  and  articles  taking  same 
rates  and  with  like  arbitraries  for  articles  basing  over  or  under 
the  lumber  rates  as  shown  in  Western  Trunk  Line  Circular. 
Minimum  weights  as  follows: 

Lumber  and  articles  basing  on  the  lumber  rate,  except  those 
named  below: 

Cars  under  36  feet  in  length,  inside  measurements,  30,000 
pounds;  cars  36  feet  and  over  in  length,  inside  measurements, 
34,000  pounds. 

Cedar  posts  and  poles: 

Cars  under  36  feet  in  length,  inside  measurements,  24,000 
pounds;  cars  36  feet  and  over  in  length,  inside  measurements, 
30,000  pounds. 

Sash,  doors,  and  blinds: 

Cars 'under  36  feet  in  length,  inside  measurements,  20,000 
poimds;  cars  36  feet  and  over  in  length,  inside  measurements, 
24,000  pounds. 

Tan  bark : 

Cars  under  36  feet  in  length,  inside  measurements,  20,000 
pounds;  cars  36  feet  and  over  in  length,  inside  measurements, 
24,000  pounds.    On  open  cars,  30,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  85.  Rates  named  in  item  No.  245  shall  apply  on 
wooden  railroad  cross-ties  in  carloads,  minimum  weights  as  fol- 
lows: 

In  cars  under  36  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement,  34,000 

pounds;  in  ears  36  feet  to  and  including  37  feet,  6  inches  in 

length,  inside  measurement,  36,000  pounds ;  in  cars  over  37  feet, 

6  inches  in  length,  inside  measurement,  40,000  pounds. 
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Item  No.  90.  Bates  named  in  item  No.  250  as  applying  on 
cord  wood  shall  apply  upon  shipments  of  cord  wood,  mine  props, 
and  mine  caps  in  straight  or  mixed  carloads.  Minimum  weights 
as  follows: 

Cars  under  36  feet  in  length,  inside  measurement,  30,000 
pounds ;  cars  36  feet  to  and  including  37  feet,  6  inches  in  length, 
inside  measurement,  35,000  pounds;  cars  over  37  feet,  6  inches 
in  length,  inside  measurement,  40,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  95.  Bates  named  in  item  No.  255  shall  apply  on 
salt,  carloads,  minimum  weight  37,500  pounds* 

Item  No.  100.  Bates  named  in  item  No.  260  as  applying 
upon  stone  shall  apply  upon  stone,  rough,  undressed,  not  further 
finished  than  rough  sawed;  rock,  crushed  (other  than  covered 
by  item  No.  106) ;  limestone,  crushed  (other  than  covered  by 
item  No.  105)  ;  sand  (except  silica  refined)  ;  gravel,  chats  (other 
than  as  covered  by  item  No.  105);  cinders;  day  (except  fire) 
and  common  dirt.  Minimum  carload  weight  shall  be  the  marked 
capacity  of  car,  except  where  cars  are  loaded  to  full  visible  carry- 
ing capacity,  in  which  event  actual  weights  will  govern. 

Item  No.  105.  Upon  shipments  of  stone,  rock,  or  limestone, 
broken,  crushed,  or  ground,  and  chats  consigned  to  officials  of  the 
state  or  county  to  be  used  in  building  public  higjiways,  the  charge 
shall  not  exceed  6  mills  per  ton  mile,  with  a  minimum  charge 
of  40  cents  per  ton  for  each  line  carrying.  Minimum  weight 
to  be  the  marked  capacity  of  car,  except  where  cars  are  loaded  to 
actual  visible  carrying  capacity,  in  which  event  actual  weight 
shall  govern. 

Upon  agricultural  limestone,  ground  or  pulverized,  a  rate  not 
in  excess  of  6  mills  per  ton  per  mile,  with  a  minimum  charge  of 
40  cents  per  ton  for  each  line  handling.  Minimum  weight  to  be 
the  marked  capacity  of  car,  except  when  cars  are  loaded  to  the 
full  visible  carrying  capacity,  in  which  event  actual  weight  will 
govern. 

Item  No.  110.  Bates  named  in  item  No.  265  shall  apply  on 
shipments  of  peaches  in  carloads,  minimum  weight  20,000 
pounds. 

Item  No.  115.     Bates  named  in  item  No.  270  as  applying 

upon  berries  shall  apply  upon  berries  of  all  kinds  and  grapes  in 

straight  or  mixed  carloads.     Minimum  weight  on  straight  car- 
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loads  of  grapes  18,000  pounds,  and  on  straight  carloads  of  berries 
17,000  pounds.  In  mixed  carloads  of  grapes  and  berries,  mini- 
mnzn  weight  18,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  120.  Kates  named  in  item  No.  275  as  applying  upon 
apples  shall  apply  upon  apples  and  pears  in  straight  or  mixed 
carloads,  minimum  weight  24,000  pounds. 

Item  No,  125.  Rates  named  in  item  No.  280  as  applying 
upon  melons  shall  apply  upon  cantaloupes,  muskmelons,  and 
watermelons  in  straight  or  mixed  carloads,  minimum  weight  24,- 
000  pounds. 

Item  No.  130.  Rates  named  in  item  No.  285  as  applying  upon 
agricultural  implements,  shall  apply  upon  agricultural  imple- 
ments, vehicles,  windmills,  and  parts  of  the  foregoing,  in  straight 
or  mixed  carloads,  as  provided  in  Western  classification  or  West- 
en!  Trunk  Line  Circular  as  taking  class  A  rates.  Minimum 
weight  20,090  pounds. 

Item  No.  135.  The  rates  named  in  item  No.  290  shall  apply 
upon  furniture,  carloads,  minimum  weight  20,000  pounds. 

Item  No,  140.  The  rates  named  in  item  No.  295  as  applying 
upon  petroleum  oil,  C.  L.,  shall  apply  upon  straight  or  mixed 
carloads  of  petroleimoi  and  its  products  as  specified  in  Western 
classification  as  taking  fifth-class  *  rates.  Minimum  weight  in 
tank  cars  10  per  cent  less  than  marked  capacity  of  the  car  and 
in  other  cars  30,000  pounds. 

Item  No.  45.  Rates  named  in  item  No.  300  as  applying  upon 
petroleum  oil,  L.  C.  L.,  shall  apply  upon  petroleum  and  its 
products  in  less  than  carload  lots,  as  provided  in  Western  classifi- 
cation as  taking  second  and  third  dass  rates  in  less  than  car- 
loads, 
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[38]  Ordered :  5.  That  the  said  Missouri  Southern  Railroad 
Company,  applicant  herein,  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  and 
permitted  on  January  1,  1916,  upon  notice  to  this  Commission 
and  to  the  general  public,  by  not  less  than  thirty  days'  filing  and 
posting  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  §  81  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  law,  to  charge  and  collect  at  the  uniform  maximum 
basis  of  3  cents  for  each  mile  or  fraction  of  one  half  or  over  for 
transporting  any  passenger  within  this  state  and  his  ordinary 
baggage  not  exceeding  150  pounds  in  weight,  upon  condition 
that  applicant  sell  and  honor  round-trip  tickets  and  mileage  books 
with  the  following  regulations  and  rules: 

1.  That  applicant  shall  sell  round-trip  tickets,  limited  to  not 
less  than  thirty  days,  between  all  stations  on  its  line,  at  the  price 
of  10  per  cent  less  than  twice  the  regular  one-way  fare. 

2.  That  applicant  shall  issue  mileage  books  having  500 
coupons  attached  thereto,  entitling  the  bearer  and  the  persons 
for  whom  presented  to  travel  500  miles  on  applicant's  line,  for 
which  applicant  may  charge  a  sum  not  to  exceed  2^  cents  for 
each  mile  or  fraction  of  one  half  or  over.  Such  mileage  books 
shall  be  kept  on  sale  by  applicant  at  every  station  where  appli- 
cant has  employed  a  ticket  agent,  and  any  such  books  shall  be 
issued  immediately  upon  application  therefor,  and  upon  the 
presentation  of  such  mileage  book  to  a  conductor  or  auditor  on 
any  train  on  the  line  of  railroad  of  applicant,  the  bearer  and 
persons  for  whom  presented  shall  be  entitled  to  travel  a  number 
of  miles  or  fractions  of  one  half  or  over  equal  to  the  number  of 
coupons  detached  by  such  conductor  or  auditor.  Such  mileage 
books  shall  entitle  the  bearer  and  the  persons  for  whom  presented 
to  the  same  rights  and  privileges  in  respect  to  the  transportation 
of  persons  and  property  to  which  the  highest  class  ticket  issued 
by  applicant  would  entitle  him.  Such  mileage  book  shall  be 
good  for  one  year  from  the  date  of  purchase. 

[37]  3.  That  applicant  shall  not  demand,  collect,  or  receive 
any  greater  rates  of  fare  as  compensation  for  each  mile  or  frac- 
tion of  one  half  or  over  for  the  transportation  of  children  between 
the  ages  of  five  and  twelve  years,  including  ordinary  baggage  for 
each  such  passenger  not  exceeding  76  pounds  in  weight,  than 
one  half  of  the  rates  of  fare  herein  prescribed.     Provided,  fur- 
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tlier,  that  no  charge  shall  be  made  for  the  transportation  of  any 
children  under  the  age  of  five  years. 

[38]  4.  That  when  the  passenger  fare  does  not  end  in  five 
or  naught,  the  nearest  sum  so  ending  shall  be  the  fare:  Pro- 
vided, however,  that  applicant  shall  not  be  compelled  to  accept 
a  single  fare  of  less  than  5  cents. 

[39]  5.  That  if  any  passenger,  taking  passage  from  a  station 
or  stopping  place  where  tickets  can  be  purchased  during  half  an 
hour  previous  to  the  scheduled  time  of  the  departure  of  the  train 
upon  which  such  passenger  takes  passage,  fails  to  provide  him- 
self with  a  ticket  entitling  him  to  passage,  10  cents  in  excess  of 
the  regular  full  rate  of  fare  may  be  charged  and  collected :  Pro- 
vided, however,  that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  said  railroad  corpo- 
ration to  give  any  passenger  paying  such  excess  charge  a  receipt 
or  other  evidence  of  such  payment,  which  shall  legibly  state  that 
it  entitles  the  holder  thereof  to  have  such  excess  charge  refunded 
upon  the  delivery  of  the  same  at  any  ticket  office  of  said  company, 
upon  the  line  of  said  road,  and  said  company  shall  refund  the 
same  on  demand. 

Ordered :  6.  The  Commission  finds  from  all  the  evidence  in 
these  cases  that  the  Missouri  Southern  Railroad  Company,  appli- 
cant herein,  has  not  justified  any  revision,  increases,*  or  adjust- 
ment in  rates,  other  than  those  specifically  granted  herein,  and 
the  petition  of  applicant  in  respect  thereto  is  hereby  denied. 

Ordered :  7.  That  applicant,  interveners,  and  any  other  par- 
ties interested  therein,  have  the  liberty,  at  any  time  after  an 
actual  test  of  the  rates,  rules,  and  r^ulations  fixed,  prescribed, 
and  promulgated  herein  has  been  made,  to  apply  to  the  Commis- 
sion by  motion  or  supplemental  petition,  upon  such  proof  as  it. 
may  desire  and  upon  reasonable  notice  for  a  modification  or  re- 
vision of  the  rates,  rules,  and  regulations  herein  fixed,  prescribed, 
and  promulgated,  if  found  to  be  unreasonable  or  unjust  to  appli- 
cant, interveners,  or  the  public,  and  that  the  Commission  reserves 
jurisdiction  of  the  subject-naatter  for  the  purpose  of  entering 
such  additional  or  supplemental  order  or  orders  as  the  facts  may, 
from  time  to  time,  warrant. 

Ordered :  8.  That  applicant,  interveners,  and  any  other  par- 
ties interested  therein,  be  and  they  are  hereby  given  leave  to  file 
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with  the  Commission  a  motion  for  a  rehearing  herein  on  or 
before  the  effective  date  of  this  order. 

Ordered :  9.  That  this  order  shall  take  effect  on  January  1, 
1916,  and  shall  continue  in  force  until  changed  or  abrogated  by 
the  Commission,  and  that  the  secretary  of  the  Commission  forth- 
with serve  on  applicant  certified  copy  of  this  order  and  the  report 
filed  herein. 

Ordered:  10.  That  the  Missouri  Southern  Railroad  Com- 
pany, applicant  herein,  be  and  it  is  hereby  required  to  notify 
the  Commission,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  §  25  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  law,  within  twenty  days  after  receipt  of  a 
certified  copy  of  this  order  and  the  report  filed  herein,  whether 
the  terms  of  the  order  will  be  accepted  and  obeyed. 


NSW  YORK  PUBIilC  SERVICE  COMMISSIOX,  SECOXD  DISTRICT. 

BOARD  OP  TRADE  OF  VILLAGE  OP  MALONB 
MOTTNTAIN  HOME  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  et  al. 

[Case  No.  4418.] 

Raiea^^  Consolidation '^Effect   of  restrictive  franchise  of  company 
whose  physical  property  only  has  Jteen  purchased, 

1.  A  consolidated  telephone  company  operating  in  a  certain  terri- 
.   tory  under  the  nonrestrictive  franchise  of  a  company  which  it  has  taken 

over  is  not  bound  by  the  rate  restrictions  of  the  franchise  of  another 
absorbed  company  formerly  operating  in  the  same  territory  where  only 
the  physical  property  of  the  latter  company  has  been  purchased;  especi* 
ally  where  the  subscribers  of  the  competing  company  had  acquiesced  for 
many  years  in  higher  rates  established  by  it. 
Consolidation  merger  and  sale  ^^  Dissolution  ^^Jurisdiction  of  Com,' 
nUssion, 

2.  The  New  York  Commission  cannot  order  the  dissolution  of  con- 
solidated corporations  or  decree  a  restoration  of  property  legally  trans- 
ferred. 

Bates  ^  Reasonableness '•'Fa^itors  to  he  considered  ^  Evidence, 

8.  Evidence  that  a  large  part  of  the  capitalization  of  a  puUio 
service  company  does  not  represent  money  actually  paid  is  immaterial 
on  the  question  of  the  reasonableness  of  its  rates. 
Bates  —  Factors  to  he  considered  —  Donated  property  ~  Property  pur" 
chased  from  inconte. 

4.  Evidence  that  a  portion  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  was 
P.U.IL1916C. 
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built  out  of  gifts  or  paid  for  out  of  income  is  immaterial  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reasonableness  of  rates,  since  the  basis  of  rate  making  must 
be  the  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  public  service. 
Evidence  ^Yalue^  Tax  valuation. 

5.  A  tax  valuation  should  not  be  accepted  as  sufficient  evidence  of 
the  value  of  utility  property  for  rate  making,  and  allowed  to  prevail 
against  more  positive  evidence,  corroborated  by  examination  of  Conunis- 
sion  engineers. 

Betum  —  Inadequacy  —  Percentage, 

6.  There  can  be  no  reduction  in  telephone  rates  which  produce  a 
return  of  from  f  of  1  per  cent  to  1}  per  cent  upon  the  lowest  valuation 
permitted  by  the  evidence* 

Bvidence^' Burden  of  proof  ^  Reasonableness  of  telephone  rates, 

7.  A  complainant  does  not  sustain  the  burden  of  proving  that  exist- 
ing charges  are  unreasonable  as  still  required  in  New  York  in  a  tele- 
phone-rate inquiry  by  testimony  of  a  witness  of  limited  experience  as  to 
low  unit  costs  and  by  evidence  of  low  tax  r^wrts  made  by  the  utility, 
where  the  company  offers  evidence  of  careful  appraisal  of  its  property, 
checked  by  Ck)mmission  engineers,  and  shows  that  its  revenues  fall  far 
short  of  yielding  a  fair  return  on  the  lowest  value  of. its  property  per- 
mitted by  the  evidence. 

IHscrimination^  Telephone  rates  ^Btisiness  of  residence  Unas. 

8.  It  is  proper  that  business  telephones  should  bear  a  portion  of 
the  burden  of  a  rate  increase,  even  though  the  residence  rate  seems  below 
the  actual  cost  of  the  service,  where  the  conununity  involved  is  one  in 
which  an  extended  residence  service  is  important  to  business  subscribers. 

[February  9, 1916.] 

Complaint  againet  Mountain  Home  Telephone  Company  as. 
to  rates,  service,  and  other  matters ;  amended  complaint  directed 
also  against  Adirondack  Home  Telephone  Company  and  New 
York  Telephone  Company*  Complaint  as  to  service  held  justi- 
fied, when  complaints  were  filed;  but  it  appearing  that,  pend- 
ing the  proceedings,  improvements  had  been  made,  no  specific 
order  for  further  improvements  was  necessary.  Complaint  as 
to  rates  not  sustained.  While  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  it  was  held  that  a  rate  of  $9  per  annum  for  business  exten- 
sions was  not  unreasonable,  the  company  was  advised  to  study  the 
expediency  of  decreaedng  the  charge.  And  while  it  was  also 
found  that  certain  toll  charges  were  not  unreasonable,  the  com- 
pany was  further  advised  to  study  the  desirability  of  making  cer- 
tain readjustments. 

Appearances:    Kellas,  Oeneway,  &  Kellas  (by  J.  P.  Kallas 
and  L.  M.  Kellas)  for  complainant;  Thomas  Spratt,  C,  W.  Artz, 
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Paul  H.  Bums,  and  Howard  Hendrlckson  for  Mountain  Home 
Telephone  Company,  Adirondack  Home  Telephone  Company, 
and  New  York  Telephone  Company,  respondents;  H,  E.  Sweet 
for  Pomona  Grange  of  St.  Lawrence  county;  T.  J.  Fitzpatrick 
for  Chateaugay  Board  of  Trade. 

Irvine,  Commissioner :  The  Mountain  Home  Telephone  Com- 
pany operates  in  several  counties  in  Northern  New  York  and  has 
exchanges  in  a  number  of  places,  including  the  villages  of  Malone, 
Canton,  Potsdam,  Saranac  Lake,  and  the  city  of  Plattsburgh. 
The  present  case  is  one  of  a  group  presented  by  several  complain- 
ants shortly  after  a  general  increase  in  rates  put  in  effect  by  the 
Mountain  Home  Telephone  Company,  hereinafter,  for  reasons 
which  will  appear,  treated  as  the  single  respondent.  The  ques- 
tions presented  in  this  case  are  practically  determinative  of  those 
presented  by  the  complaint  of  subscribers  on  the  Chateaugay  and 
Burke  exchanges  [case  No.  4424]  and  of  that  presented  by  the 
St.  Lawrence  County  Pomona  Grange  [case  No.  4372]. 

The  demands  for  relief  in  this  particular  case  are  so  broad 
and  so  involved  that  it  becomes  necessary  to  make  an  analysis 
thereof  and  to  make  a  brief  statement  of  the  history  of  the  cor- 
porate transactions  out  of  which  these  demands  grow. 

The  complainants  ask — 

1.  That  the  rates  in  Malone  be  reduced  to  the  rates  provided 
in  a  franchise  granted  to  one  Ward  to  operate  a  telephone  system 
in  the  village  of  Malone ; 

2.  A  general  reduction  of  rates  to  those  in  force  before  the 
consolidation  of  companies  hereinafter  referred  to; 

3.  The  elimination  of  certain  toll  charges  between  Malone  and 
other  points ; 

4.  The  "unloading''  of  lines  upon  which  it  is  claimed  too 
many  stations  are  imposed ; 

5.  The  dissolution  of  the  consolidation  already  mentioned, 
and  a  requirement  that  the  Adirondack  Home  Telephone  Com- 
pany theretofore  operating  in  the  village  of  Malone  and  vicinity 
should  revest  itself  of  its  property  and  restore  its  service; 

6.  A  general  improvement  of  the  service  rendered. 

A  number  of  years  ago  there  was  installed  in  Malone  a  tele- 
phone system  by  a  company  controlled  by  or  affiliated  with  the 
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so-called  Bell  syBtem  which  also  operated  in  other  places  in  the 
Xorthem  New  York  territory.  In  1899  Fred  C.  Ward  was 
granted  a  franchise  to  install  and  operate  a  telephone  system  in 
the  village,  and  in  that  franchise  it  was  contracted  that  he  should 
supply  telephone  serrioe  at  $15  per  year  for  business  and  $12 
\yeT  year  for  residences.  Ward  seems  to  have  installed  his  tele- 
phone plant  and  operated  it  for  some  time.  It  was  finally  ac- 
quired by  the  Adirondack  Home  Telephone  Company,  which 
established  rates  of  $24  a  year  for  business  and  $15  a  year  for 
residences,  and  these  advanced  rates  were  apparently  accepted  by 
the  patrons.  The  Adirondack  Home  company  and  the  so-called 
Bell  company  continued  to  operate  in  competition  in  Malone  and 
vicinity  until  February  1,  1913,  when  the  Mountain  Home  Tele-' 
phone  Company,  which  had  theretofore  been  operating  in  Sara- 
nac  Lake  and  other  points  in  Essex  county,  was  consolidated 
with  the  Adirondack  Home  Telephone  Company,  the  Clinton 
Telephone  Company,  and  the  New  York  Telephone  Company 
(the  so-called  Bell  company),  which  had  been  operating  com- 
petitively in  Malone  and  in  other  places  in  St.  Lawrence,  Frank- 
lin, and  Clinton  counties.  The  Mountain  Home  company  had 
purchased  the  physical  property  of  the  Adirondack  Home  Tele- 
phone Company,  as  it  had  a  right  to  do,  without  the  consent  of 
this  Commission.  The  franchise  in  Malone  of  the  Adirondack 
Home  Telephone  Company  was  not  transferred  to  the  Mountain 
Home  company,  but  the  franchise  held  by  the  New  York  Tele- 
phone Company  was  transferred.  The  transfer  of  this  franchise 
was  approved  by  this  Commission  by  order  made  November  27, 
1912j  by  which  order  there  was  also  authorized  the  issue  of  cer- 
tain bonds  and  capital  stock  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the 
property  of  the  other  companies  retiring  bonds,  and  for  other 
purposes.  Following  the  x^nsolidation  the  Mountain  Home  Tele- 
phone Company  proceeded  to  eliminate  duplicate  installations 
throughout  the  territory  occupied  by  the  consolidated  companies. 
The  order  of  November  27,  1912,  contains  a  condition  that  be- 
fore making  any  change  of  existing  rates  the  Mountain  Home 
company  should  file  with  the  Commission  its  proposed  schedule 
of  rates,  which  rates  should  not  in  any  respect  exceed  the  schedule 
of  rates  theretofore  submitted  to  the  Commission;  and  that  said 
schedule  when  so  filed  should  remain  in  force  for  a  period  of  one 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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year  from  the  filing  of  the  same,  July  1,  1914,  the  Mountam 
Home  Telephone  Company  filed  a  new  schedule  of  rates,  substan* 
tially  increasing  the  rates  theretofore  in  force.  By  the  new  tari£P 
the  following  rates  were  installed  [in  addition,  toll  charges 'were 
provided  for  certain  points  which  had  previously  been  within 
the  Malone  free  area] : 


Individual 

line 

2-party 
line 

nT 

Extension 

Btation 

Basinese 

$42.00 
30.00 

$36.00 
24.00 

$30.00 
18.00 

$9.00 

Residence 

6.00 

Let  us  then  consider  the  complainants'  demands,  but  not  en- 
tirely in  the  order  in  which  the  complaint  presents  them. 

The  Restoration  of  the  Franchise  Rates. 

[1]  No  right  can  be  claimed  to  the  restoration  of  those  rates 
merely  because  they  were  stipulated  in  the  franchise  granted  to 
Ward  and  to  which  the  Adirondack  Home  Telephone  Company 
succeeded.  As  already  indicated,  there  was  nothing  in  the  law 
at  the  time  of  the  transfer,  nor  is  there  now  anything,  to  pre- 
vent the  purchase  by  one  telephone  company  of  the  physical 
property  of  another  without  the  consent  of  the  Commission.  The 
Mountain  Home  Telephone  Company  saw  fit  to  purchase  merely 
the  physical  property  of  the  Adirondack  company.  It  took  over 
the  franchise  of  the  New  York  company  with  the  approval  of  the 
Commission,  and  it  is  operating  under  the  franchise  of  the  New 
York  company,  which  did  not  contain  any  rate  restrictions.  In 
its  present  operation  it  is  therefore  not  bound  by  the  restrictions 
of  the  Ward  franchise.  (Lewis  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  N.  Y. 
Supreme  Court,  Oneida  County,  Opinion  of  Andrews,  J.,  ap- 
parently unreported.  See  also  Wright  v.  Glen  Teleph.  Co.  112 
App.  Div.  745,  99  N.  Y.  Supp.  85.)  It  might  also  be  added  that 
the  complainant  admits  that  there  had  theretofore  been  a  general 
acquiescence  in  an  increase  from  the  stipulated  rates.  The  de- 
mand to  restore  them  after  many  years  of  acquiescence  in  higher 
rates  would,  even  by  a  court  of  equity,  be  deemed  a  stale  demand. 
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Dissolution  of  Consolidation  and  Requirement  That  the  Adiron- 
dack Home  Telephone  Company  Should  Resume  Its  Prop- 
erty and  Functions, 

[2]  This  questipn  arose  at  an  early  stage  of  the  proceeding. 
It  was  presented  to  the  Commi^ioi^  and  the  Cominission  then 
determined  that  it  was  without  jurisdiction  or  authority  to 
order  a  dissolution  of  corporations  already  consolidated,  or  to 
decree  a  restoration  of  property. already  l^ally  transferred.  It 
declined  to  enter  upon  an  investigation  of  the  facts  in  this  connec- 
tion, and  so  informed  the  complainant^  stating  that  if  the  com- 
plainant still  desired  to  pursue  that  part  of  its  complaint  it  might 
withdraw  without  prejudice  the  remainder  thereof,  whereupon 
the  Commission  would  deny  for  want  of  jurisdiction  the  petition 
so  far  as  it  embraced  this  demand,  and  so  present  the  record  for 
prompt  judicial  review.  The  complainant  elected  to  proceed  un- 
der its  original  complaint,  and  the  Commission  adheres  to  the 
determination  then  made. 

The  Service. 

The  complaint  as  to  service  was  at  the  time  it  was  filed  entirely 
justified  by  conditions  then  existing.  After  the  consolidation  it 
required  a  considerable  interval  to  unify  the  previously  existing 
competing  plants  in  Malone  and  other  localities.  As  usually 
occurs  under  such  competitive  conditions,  there  had  been  sufifered 
a  decided  depreciation  of  existing  plant  facilities.  There  had 
also  occurred  a  sleet  storm  of  unusual  severity  which  had  pros- 
trated many  of  respondent's  lines,  and  which  entailed  the  expend- 
iture of  much  time  and  a  large  amoimt  of  money  in  order  effec- 
tually to  restore  the  service.  In  addition  to  this,  the  administra- 
tive organization  of  the  new  company  had  not  been  perfected  and 
the  general  character  of  the  service  rendered  left  much  to  be  de- 
sired; in  particular,  certain  rural  and  multi-party  lines  were 
greatly  overloaded,  with  consequent  delays  in  obtaining  commu- 
nication by  or  with  the  subscribers  on  such  lines.  Pending  these 
proceedings  the  respondent  has  been  apparently  diligent  in 
remedying  the  defects  complained  of.  It  is  stated  that  at  present 
no  line  has  more  than  eleven  stations  and  most  of  the  multi- 
party lines  have  fewer.  Renewals  and  construction  work  have 
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been  carried  on  to  a  reasonable  extent,  and  reforms  in  central 
office  administration  have  been  effected.  At  the  last  hearing  at 
which  evidence  was  taken  an  effort  was  made  to  show  continued 
bad  service,  but  it  resulted  in  little  more  than  could  be  shown  in 
the  way  of  particular  and  occasional  failures  in  respect  of  any 
company.  Examinations  in  Malone  and  at  other  points  have 
been  made  by  inspectors  of  the  Commission,  who  report  decided 
improvement  and  present  satisfactory  conditions.  Any  defects 
in  service  remaining  are  not  such  as  can  be  cured  by  specific 
order,  but  mostly  depend  upon  the  ability  and  desire  of  operat- 
ing and  other  officials  to  render  the  service  to  which  the  com- 
pany's patrons  are  entitled,  aided  as  may  be  by  inspection  and 
recommendations  of  the  Commission.  This  aid  the  Commission 
will  continue  to  supply ;  and  should  there  be  ground  for  further 
complaint  as  to  service  conditions,  complaints  made  to  the  Com- 
mission will  receive  prompt  attentiou. 

The  Bates. 

[3-7]  1.  Basis  of  Inquiry. — ^Whatever  might  otherwise  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission  as  to  the  burden  of  proof  and  related 
questions  on  such  investigations,  it  has  been  settled  by  judicial 
decision  that  the  burden  is  upon  the  complainant  to  show  that 
the  existing  rates  are  unjust  and  unreasonable.  (People  ex 
rel.  New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission, 
159  App.  Div.  546,  145  N.  Y.  Supp.  513,  affirmed  in  215  N. 
Y.  241,  P.U.R.1915D,  428,  109  N.  E.  252.)  Since  this  case 
arose  the  legislature  has  changed  the  rule  so  far  as  it  affects  in- 
creases of  rates  made  by  common  carriers.  (Laws  1914,  chap. 
240.)  Otherwise  the  rule  is  still  in  effect.  (People  ex  rel. 
New  York  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission,  169  App. 
Div.  448,  P.TJ.R.1915F,  725,  154  N.  Y.  Supp.  109S.)  When 
the  complainant  rested  its  case  there  was  practically  no  evidence 
on  the  subject,  certainly  no  evidence  meeting  the  requirements 
imposed  by  the  appellate  division  in  the  case  last  cited.  How- 
ever, the  court  of  appeals  had  in  the  New  York  Central  Case 
clearly  indicated  the  distinction  between  the  true  burden  of  proof 
and  the  duty  of  first  offering  evidence  upon  a  given  point,  and 
the  sitting  Commissioner  requested  the  respondent  to  offer  evi- 
dence as  to  the  value  of  its  property,  its  revenues,  and  its  ex- 
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penses ;  stating,  however,  that  when  all  the  evidence  was  in,  the 
Commission  must,  in  weighing  it,  place  the  burden  where  the 
courts  had  declared  it  must  be  placed,  upon  the  complainant. 
The  respondent  accordingly  prooeeded  with  evidence  upon  the 
points  indicated,  and  thereafter  the  complainants  offered  evi- 
dence on  those  subjects,  to  which  reference  will  be  made  later. 
The  Conuniasion  fully  recognized  the  difficulty  which  complain- 
ants in  rate  cases  meet,  confronted  with  this  rule  as  to  the  bur- 
den of  proof.  It  is  not  unnatural,  under  the  circumstances, 
that  complainants,  realising  their  inability  to  explore  the  af- 
fairs of  lai^  corporations  in  order  to  make  the  requisite  proof, 
should  feel  that  the  Commission  should  itself  undertake  the  in- 
quiry. If  a  valuation  of  the  company's  property  is  an  essential 
to  every  rate  inquiry  of  a  general  character,  it  is  manifestly  im- 
possible for  the  Commission  on  such  complaints  to  pursue,  at  the 
expense  of  the  state  of  New  York,  the  inquiry  required.  Exist- 
ing appropriations  are  entirely  insufficient  to  permit  such  a  prac- 
tice, and  it  is  not  probable  that  the  people,  speaking  through  the 
legislature,  would  consent  to  the  large  burden  of  expense  that 
would  thereby  be  imposed.  We  must  therefore  take  the  evidence 
as  it  has  been  presented,  and  determine  from  that  whether  the 
complainant  has  shown  that  the  present  rates  of  the  respondent 
are  unjust  and  unreasonable. 

The  path  to  be  pursued  in  such  an  inquiry  has  been  indi- 
cated in  many  cases,  and  is  recognized  by  statute.  The  com- 
pany is  entitled  to  a  reasonable  average  return  upon  the  value 
of  the  property  actually  used  in  the  public  service,  and  the  neces- 
sity of  making  reservation  out  of  income  for  surplus  and  con- 
tingencies must  also'  be  considered.  The  complainant  desired  to 
show  that  a  large  part  of  the  capitalization  of  the  Adirondack 
Home  company  did  not  represent  money  actually  paid.  This 
evidence  was  rejected  on  the  ground  that  the  question  before  the 
Commission  was  whether  the  rates  yielded  more  than  a  fair  re- 
turn on  the  actual  value  of  the  property,  not  whether  they  yielded 
a  return  upon  the  present  or  past  capitalization.  Much  of  the 
evidence  so  offered  was  later  received  upon  another  theory  and  in 
another  connection  not  here  relevant.  The  capitalization  author- 
ized by  this  Commission  November  27,  1912,  was  itself  based  on 
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valuation,  and  not'  on  existing  outstanding  bonds  and  stocks  of 
the  constituent  companies. 

The  complainant  also  contended  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
present  property  of  the  Mountain  Home  company  was  built  up 
out  of  gifts  made  to  the  Adirondack  Home  company  or  to  Ward, 
and  out  of  the  income  of  the  Adirondack  company.  Inquiry  into 
this  was  also  excluded  by  order  of  the  Commission  made  Sep- 
tember 30,  1915,  wherein  the  Commission  held  that  the  basis  for 
rate  making  must  be  the  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  public 
service,  and  that  it  is  immaterial  whether  that  property  was  ac- 
quired by  the  issuance  of  capital,  out  of  income,  or  otherwise. 
The  first  inquiry  must  therefore  be  as  to  the  actual  present  value 
of  the  property  of  the  respondent  devoted  to  the  public  service. 

2.  ValtuUion. — The  inevitable  conclusion  from  all  the  evi- 
dence in  the  case  renders  it  unnecessary  for  us  to  enter  into  a 
detailed  examination  of  the  present  value  of  the  company's  prop- 
erty, or  to  reach  any  very  accurate  result  upon  that  point.  Prior 
to  the  consolidation,  inventories  were  made  by  persons  connected 
with  the  New  York  Telephone  Company  of  the  properties  other 
than  that  of  the  New  York  Telephone  Company  in  this  territory, 
and  an  appraisal  made  based  on  such  inventories.  The  property 
of  the  New  York  Telephone  Company  in  that  territory  was  as- 
certained through  a  general  inventory  that  had  been  made  in 
1910 ;  the  purpose  being  to  ascertain  the  structural  value  (t.  e., 
the  cost  of  reproduction  new  less  depreciation)  of  the  properties 
about  to  be  consolidated.  In  the  capitalization  case  heretofore 
referred  to  the  results  of  these  inventories  and  appraisements 
were  checked  by  engineers  of  the  Commission,  and  they  were 
accepted  by  the  Commission  as  the  basis  for  the  capitalization 
order.  An  analysis  of  the  property  of  the  combined  corporations 
shows  a  net  book  value  of  property  acquired  by  the  Mountain 
Home  Telephone  Company  at  the  date  of  the  consolidation,  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1913,  of  $1,602,097.63.  The  consideration  paid  was 
$1,589,700,  leaving  an  excess  of  book  value  of  property  acquired 
over  the  consideration  paid  of  $12,397.63.  The  total  fixed  capi- 
tal of  the  acquired  companies  was  on  that  date  $1,478,072.49. 
This  is  the  structural  value  of  the  physical  property  only.  De- 
ducting from  this  the  excess  of  total  book  value  over  consideration 
paid,  $12,397.63,  leaves  $1,460,674.86.  The  .original  Moun- 
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tain  Home  company  had  then  property  to  which  a  structural 
value  was  attached  of  $46,740.25,  although  its  actual  cost  as  car- 
ried on  the  books  was  greater.    We  reach  the  following  result ; 

Fixed  capital  acquired  February  1,  1913 $1,460,674.86 

Structural  value  Mountain  Home  property  46,740.15 

Total  fixed  capital  $1,507,416.11 

Additions  to  June  30,  1915   228,396.17 

Total    $1,735,811.28 

Retirements  in  the  same  interval 248,486.43 

Net  June  30,  1915   $1,487,324.85 

The  hook  cost  as  suhmitted  by  the  respondent  as  of  June 
80,  1915,  is  $1,508,323.85.  The  lower  of  these  figures  gives 
us  the  ^T)are  bones^'  of  the  enterprise,  and  leads  to  such  a  result 
that  it  becomes  unnecessary  to  consider  any  of  the  intangible  or 
speculative  elements  that  introduce  so  much  difficulty  into  ques- 
tions of  valuation. 

The  evidence  offered  by  the  complainant  to  overcome  this  re- 
sult, which  is  the  least  that  can  possibly  be  reached  on  the  re- 
spondent's evidence,  is  somewhat  fragmentary  and  far  from  con- 
clusive. Probably  from  the  very  nature  of  the  case  nothing  else 
could  be  expected.  A  former  manager  of  the  Adirondack  Home 
Telephone  Ciompany  testified  as  to  certain  unit  costs.  He  cre- 
ated the  impression  of  being  a  fair-minded,  but  somewhat  reluc- 
tant, witness.  His  experience  had  been  limited  to  certain  phases 
of  the  telephone  business,  and  he  spoke  from  memory  alone.  He 
dealt  with  market  prices  of  various  materials,  and  was  able  to 
give  little  information  as  to  construction  costs  and  other  ele- 
ments. The  so-called  unit  costs  given  by  him  were  generally  less 
than  those  contended  for  by  the  respondent,  but  in  some  in- 
stances they  were  greater.  If  his  testimony  should  be  accepted 
entirely  it  would  fall  far  short  of  establishing  any  valuation.  At 
most  it  would  only  tend  to  discredit  the  appraisement  made  on 
behalf  of  the  consolidating  companies  and  chedied  by  the  Com- 
mission's engineers. 

The  tax  reports  of  the  Mountain  Home  Telephone  Company 
for  the  Malone  district  were  also  proffered.  The  different  bases 
of  valuation  for  purposes  of  taxation  and  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses have  been  so  uniformly  recognized  that  it  is  idle  to  con- 
tend that  these  tax  reports  should  be  accepted  as  establishing 
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value  for  present  purposes.  (See  Missouri  Rate  Cases  (Knott 
V.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R,  Co.)  230  U.  S.  474,  57  L.  ed.  1571,  33 
Sup.  Ct  Rep.  975 ;  Willoox  v.  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  212  U.  S. 
19,  53  L.  ed.  382,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1134,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  192, 
15  Ann.  Cas.  1034.)  It  may  well  be  that  we  ought  to  reach  a 
condition  where  a  single  valuation  of  public  service  property 
could  be  made  to  answer  all  governmental  purposes.  We  have 
not  yet  reached  that  condition.  In  the  Consolidated  Gas  Case 
referred  to,  the  corporation  resorted  to  the  tax  appraisements  in 
order  to  enhance  its  valuation.  In  other  cases,  as  in  the  present, 
the  complainant  parties  have  attempted  to  resort  to  it  in  order  to 
depreciate  the  valuation.  In  no  case,  so  far  as  we  are  informed, 
has  the  tax  appraisement  been  accepted  as  sufficient  evidence  of 
value  upon  which  to  base  rates.  The  gi^test  effect  that  can  be 
permitted  is  that  of  an  admission  against  interest,  and  this  wc 
cannot  permit  to  prevail  against  the  more  positive  evidence  cor- 
roborated by  the  examinations  of  our  own  engineers. 

The  item  for  right  of  way,  $226,732.60,  as  of  February  1, 
1913,  was  seriously  questioned;  and  while  it  was  really  not 
impeached,  the  evidence  to  support  it  was  far  from  satisfactoiy. 
If  we  deduct  this  item  in  toto,  it  still  leaves,  on  the  basis  of  our 
former  calculation,  $1,260,592.35.  It  must  not  be  understood 
that  we  are  stating  this  sum  as  the  actual  value  of  the  property 
employed  in  the  public  service.  It  is  the  irreducible  minimuHi 
permitted  by  the  evidence;  and  we  use  it  here,  not  to  establish 
it  in  any  other  connection  as  even  an  attempt  at  valuation,  but 
merely  as  a  tentative  figure  in  connection  with  the  revenues  and 
expenses  of  the  company. 

3.  Revenues  and  Expenses. — There  were  proved  from  the 
books  of  the  respondent  the  revenues  and  expenses  from  February 
1  to  December  31,  1913,  for  the  entire  year  1914,  and  for  the 
six  months  from  January  1  to  June  30,  1915.  Summarized 
these  are  as  follows : 


Feb.  1  to 
Dec.  31,  '13 


Year  1914 


Jan.  1  to 
June  30,  '15 


Total  gross  revenue '   $245,848.06 

Total  expenses  and  deductions  from 

income   313,972.14 


$301,980.82 
329,951.99 


$147,lL..15 
152,883.37 


Expenses  over  revenues $  68,124.08 


$  27,971.17 


«    5,756.22 
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The  items  of  expense  have  been  examined  by  the  engineers 
of  the  Commission,  and  with  perhaps  one  exception  have  been 
found  reasonable,  and  not  disproportionate  to  the  expenses  of  oth- 
er similar  properties.  The  exception  referred  to  is  the  item  of 
depreciation.  Excluding  this  item,  the  expenses  for  1914  were 
$217,648.35,  or  an  expense  per  station  of  $22.21.  The  depre- 
ciation charge  "for  1914  was  $112,303.64,  and  the  annual  per- 
centage  of  depreciation  charged  to  the  average  plant  in  service 
from  February  1,  1913,  to  June  30,  1915,  is  stated  by  the  com- 
pany to  be  7.88  per  cent.  Again  we  need  not  enter  into  a  de- 
tailed inquiry  as  to  what  would  be  a  proper  depreciation  charge. 
Let  us  assume  for  the  purposes  of  this  inquiry  alone,  and  with- 
out any  intention  of  implying  that  the  sum  assumed  represents  a 
proper  charge  or  a  sufficient  charge,  that  $76,000  per  year  is 
ample  to  cover  depreciation.  Let  us  disregard  the  fractional 
part  of  1918  when  thfe  condition  of  the  respondent's  business  was 
unduly  disturbed,  and  use  the  figures  for  1914  and  the  first  half 
of  1915.  We  deduct  then  $87,803.64  from  the  item  of  depre- 
ciation charged  to  expenses  for  1914,  and  $16,508.26  from  the 
same  item  for  the  first  half  of  1915.     This  gives 


Gross  revenue 

Total  expenses  and  dedootions. 


1914 


$301,980.82 
292,648.35 


1915,  Ist  half 


$147,127.15 
136,875.11 


This  leaves  for  1914  a  surplus  of  revenues  over  expenses  of 
$9,332.47;  and  for  the  first  half  of  1915,  $10,752.04.  This 
means  an  annual  return  of  f  of  1  per  cent  in  1914,  and  at  the 
rate  of  If  per  cent  in  the  first  half  of  1915 ;  but  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  interest  paid  is  not  calculated  within  the  expenses 
and  deductions.  The  interest  charge  is  about  $52,000  per  year. 
No  argument  is  necessary.  The  inference  from  the  above  figures 
18  conclusive.  The  property  at  the  present  rates  falls  far  short 
of  yielding  a  fair  return  upon  its  value. 

It  was  contended  in  the  hearings  that  the  former  Adirondack 
Home  company  furnished  service  at  much  lower  rates  and  was 
at  the  same  time  prosperous.  The  greater  part  of  the  operation 
of  this  company  was  before  1910,  when  telephone  companies 
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were  first  subjected  to  the  supervision  of  the  Commission.  The 
reports  of  the  Adirondack  Home  Telephone  Company  for  1910, 
1911,  and  1912  show  that  no  dividends  were  paid.  They  do 
show  a  certain  surplus,  but  without  going  into  details  the  lowing 
is  based  upon  maintenance  and  depreciation  accounts  of  such 
character  as  to  indicate  future  disaster.  The  net  increase  in  the 
corporate  surplus  in  1912  was  $1,446.35,  on  a  charge  for  depre- 
ciation of  $6,211.61,  based  on  a  fixed  capital  of  over  $310,000. 

4.  Conclusions  as  to  Bates* — ^It  is  quite  evident  from  what 
has  preceded  that  no  reduction  can  be  ordered  from  the  present 
rates  taken  as  a  whole  with  any  r^ard  to  a  return  on  the  prop- 
erty devoted  to  the  service.  Increases  in  rates  are  always  dis- 
turbing and  naturally  productive  of  dissatisfaction.  This  is  the 
ease,  entirely  too  conomon,  of  competing  companies  occupying  a 
territory  of  limited  patronage  and  fizing  their  rates  to  meet  con- 
ditions of  competition  rather  than  to  insure  con^mercial  success 
in  the  long  run.  When  rates  are  fixed  so  low  as  to  be  in  the 
long  run  unremunerative,  capital  is  not  only  not  attracted,  but 
it  cannot  be  obtained,  and  the  public  as  well  as  the  companies 
ultimately  suffer  the  consequences.  The  territory  served  by  the 
Moimtain  Home  Telephone  Company  is  not  thickly  settled.  It 
is  largely  mountainous,  its  winter  climate  is  severe,  and  main- 
tenance of  overhead  lines  consequently  expensive.  Ogdensburg, 
with  about  17,000  inhabitants,  is  the  largest  community  served. 
Jfevertheless,  the  rates  are  not  higher  than  those  prevailing  in 
territory  where  conditions  are  more  favorable,  except  at  certain 
points  where  competition  carried  on  in  a  ruinous  manner  may 
still  exist. 

[8]  5.  The  Schedule  of  Boies. — The  testimony  of  the  respond- 
ent's experts  is  to  the  effect  that  the  rate  schedule  is  well 
balanced  and  makes  a  proper  distribution  of  charges  upon  dif- 
ferent branches  of  service.  The  individual  line  rate  for  busi- 
ness seems  proportionately  large.  On  the  other  hand,  the  princi- 
pal complaint  has  been  the  increase  of  the  four-party  residence 
rate  from  $15  to  $18.  A  decrease  in  the  business  rate  would 
necessarily  involve  a  further  increase  in  the  other.  In  order  to 
render  business  telephones  in  such  communities  of  proper  service 
to  their  patrons,  an  extended  residence  service  is  necessary-  It 
is  not  improper  that  the  business  rate  should  bear  something  of 
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a  burden  for  this  reason,  even  though  the  residence  rate  seems 
below  the  actual  cost  of  the  service.  We  are  therefore  not  dis- 
posed to  disturb  the  existing  schedule  in  this  respect. 

The  business  rate  for  an  extension  station  is  $9  per  annum, 
and  for  residence  $6.  Of  late  there  has  been  a  tendency  toward 
a  uniform  $6  rate.  Eates  as  high  as  $1  per  month  have  been 
approved  by  some  commissions.  A  rate  of  $9  is  quite  conmion. 
In  view  of  the  manifest  necessity  of  maintaining  the  total  reve- 
nues of  the  Mountain  Home  company,  we  would  not  be  justified 
in  directing  at  present  a  reduction  of  the  current  rate,  but  as  a 
matter  of  business  expediency  it  would  be  well  for  the  company 
to  inquire  whether  on  the  whole  its  interest  would  not  be  better 
subserved  by  putting  in  a  uniform  $6  rate,  in  the  hope  that  an 
increased  use  of  extension  service  would  be  more  than  compensa- 
tory. 

6.  Toll  Charges. — Tinder  the  old  conditions  of  competition  a 
large  number  of-  outlying  points  were  able  to  communicate  with 
Malone,  and  through  Malone  with  one  another,  without  the  pay- 
ment of  tolls.  This  free  area  was  certainly  extended  beyond  all 
reason,  as  it  embraced  Fort  Covington  to  the  northwest,  Oha- 
teaugay  to  the  northeast,  and  other  equally  distant  points.  The 
principal  complaint  of  the  curtailment  of  this  area  and  the 
installation  of  tolls  comes  from  subscribers  to  the  Chateaugay 
and  Burke  exchanges,  and  is  embraced  in  a  separate  complaint, 
but  it  is  also  involved  in  this  complaint  Burke  is  about  6  miles 
from  Malone  and  Chateaugay  about  9,  almost  in  the  same  line. 
Chateaugay  has  a  population  of  2,900  and  Burke  1,600.  July 
1, 1915,  there  were  297  stations  on  the  Chateaugay  exchange  and 
74  on  the  Burke  exchange;  there  were  1,150  on  the  Malone 
exchange.  If  Burke  stood  alone  it  might  well  be  argued  that 
the  exchange  there  should  be  abandoned  and  the  subscribers  con- 
nected directly  to  Malone.  The  small  number  of  subscribers 
necessitates  a  central  office  arrangement  that  is  not  conducive  to 
good  service.  The  difficulty  is  that  Chateaugay,  somewhat  far- 
ther away,  has  a  much  larger  number  of  subscribers,  and  to  han- 
dle the  service  through  the  Malone  exchange  would  not  be  prac- 
ticable. If  separate  central  stations  are  to  be  maintained,  the 
tolls  between  Malone  and  Chateaugay  are  defensible  if  not  neces- 
sary. Burke  could  more  readily  be  consolidated  with  Chateaugay 
P.UJ1.1916C. 
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than  with  Malone,  but  the  people  of  Burke  seem  to  desire  coin- 
munication  with  Malone  rather  than  with  Chateaugay,  Again 
the  Commission  feels  that  it  should  not,  in  the  light  of  the  com- 
pany's financial  condition,  direct  either  a  consolidation  of  these 
exchanges  or  an  abolition  of  the  tolls  between  them,  but  that  it 
is  a  subject  demanding  the  careful  consideration  of  the  com- 
pany's officials.  It  may  be  that  the  desire  for  cheap  telephone 
communication  between  these  points  and  Malone  is  such  that 
the  abolition  of  the  tolls  would  sufficiently  increase  the  patronage 
to  warrant  the  taking  of  this  step.  Certainly  a  local  service 
such  as  we  have  in  Burke,  where  there  are  only  74  stations,  is 
not  very  satisfactory. 

As  to  the  other  points  where  tolls  are  imposed,  of  which  com- 
plaint is  made,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  they  are  not  naturally 
within  the  Malone  free  area,  and  that,  while  the  patrons  un- 
doubtedly desire  service  free  of  tolls,  the  company  could  not 
afford  to  give  it  under  the  existing  rates. 

The  complaint  so  far  as  it  affects  the  rates  is  therefore  not 
justified.  So  far  as  it  affects  the  service,  it  was  at  the  time  it 
was  filed  justified,  but  improvements  have  been  made,  and  no 
specific  order  is  now  practicable  which  would  insure  further 
improvement  This  must  be  left  to  the  continuing  efforts  of  the 
company  and  the  continuing  supervision  of  the  Commission. 

All  concur. 

Note. — Complaints  in  St.  Lawrence  County  PomonA  Grange,  Case 
No.  4372,  and  Chateaugay  &  Burke  Bzchanges  v.  Mountain  Home 
Teleph,  Co.  Case  No.  4424,  were  dismissed  Feb.  9,  1916,  upon  the 
facts  found  and  for  the  reasons  stated  in  Boabd  of  Trade  v.  Moux- 
TAiN  HoMB  Teleph.  Co.  ante,  688. 


NEW  TOBK  PUBIilC  SBRVICE  COMMISSION,  SECOND  DISTRICT. 

PORT  JEFFERSON  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  COMPANY 

V. 

YORTH  SHORE  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  &  POWER  COMPANY. 

[Cue  No.  5070.] 

franchise'^  Scope '^MuniteipalUieS'^aubsequefU     ineorporatian     of 
terrUory, 

An  electric  company  which  has  secured  the  approval  of  the  Com> 
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nuBsion  to  the  exercise  of  a  franchise  throughout  a  town  needs  no  fur- 
ther approval  to  operate  in  a  village  subsequently  carved  out  of  such 
town. 

[February  1,  1916.7 

CoMPUkiNT  that  the  North  Shore  Electric  Light  &  Power 
Company  is  Tmlawfully  exercising  a  franchise  in  the  village  of 
Shor^am;  dismissed. 

By  the  Conumssion:  The  complaint  in  this  proceeding  was 
filed  on  July  16,  1915.  It  alleges  ''Ihat  the  North  Shore  Elec- 
tric Light  &  Power  Company  is  unlawfully  exercising  a  fran- 
chise within  the  incorporated  village  of  Shoreham,  its  franchise 
having  been  granted  by  the  officials  of  the  town  of  Brookhaven  in 
1909,  and  never  exercised  within  the  incorporated  limits  of  the 
village  of  Shoreham  until  June,  1915,  but  said  franchise  is  now 
being  exercised  vrithout  the  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission." The  answer  of  the  North  Shore  company  was  filed 
on  August  20,  1915,  and  the  matter  has  been  at  issue  since  that 
time.  In  the  answer,  the  respondent  admits  the  granting  of  the 
franchise  in  the  town  of  Brookhaven  in  1909,  and  alleges  that 
the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  second  district  approved 
the  exercise  of  such  franchise  on  February  28,  1911,  and  that 
it  is  now  being  exercised  pursuant  to  such  approval.  No  formal 
hearing  has  been  held  in  this  matter  although  the  case  has  been 
set  down  for  a  hearing  sev^al  different  times,  but  adjournments 
have  been  taken  by  stipulation  of  the  parties.  The  Commission, 
having  considered  the  matter  further,  is  now  of  the  opinion  that 
no  formal  hearing  is  necessary,  as  the  matter  can  be  disposed  of 
without  subjecting  the  parties  to  the  trouble  and  expense  incident 
thereto.  The  records  of  the  Commission  show  that  a  franchise 
was  granted  to  the  respondent  by  the  town  of  Brookhaven  on 
March  11,  1909.  An  application  to  the  Commission  by  the 
respondent  for  permission  to  exercise  said  franchise  was  denied 
in  1910.  Such  application  was  subsequently  renewed,  and  on 
February  28,  1911,  an  order  was  made  by  the  Commission  grant- 
ing the  application.  The  village  of  Port  Jefferson  is  located  in 
the  tovm  of  Brookhaven,  and  the  North  Shore  company  is  doing 
business  in  that  village.  The  village  of  Shoreham  was  carved 
out  of  the  town  of  Brookhaven,  but  at  the  time  the  Commission 
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approved  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  in  the  town  of  Brook- 
haven  the  village  had  not  been  incorporated.  The  franchise, 
however,  covers  all  of  that  portion  of  the  town  which  is  now 
included  in  the  village  of  Shoreham,  so  that  the  only  question 
in  the  case  is  whether  or  not  the  respondent  is  illegally  operating 
in  the  village  of  Shoreham  under  the  franchise  granted  by  the 
town  of  Brookhaven.  When  a  portion  of  the  town  .of  Brook- 
haven  was  set  aside  as  a  village,  the  rights  of  the  respondent  to 
exercise  its  franchise  therein  were  not  taken  away.  The  village 
took  over  that  portion  of  the  town  subject  to  such  rights  as  might 
exist  in  others  to  exercise  franchises  in  the  public  highways ;  to 
hold  otherwise  would  be  to  promote  endless  confusion.  However, 
the  matter  has  been  definitely  determined  by  the  courts  in  People 
ex  rel.  Woodhaven  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Deehan,  153  N.  T.  528,  47 
N.  E.  787.  The  complaint  cannot  be  sustained,  and  it  is  there- 
fore— 

Ordered  that  the  complaint  herein  be  and  the  same  hereby  is 
dismissed  and  the  case  closed  upon  the  records  of  the  Commis- 
sion. 


HililNOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITISS  COMMISSION. 

EE  SOUTHERN  ILLINOIS  GAS  COMPANY. 

[No.  2840.] 

Security  iamtes -^  Purpose  of  issue -^  Organisation  expenses, 

1.  Upon  organization,  a  gas  company  was  authorized  to  use  $473,- 
700  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  stock  and  bonds  for  the  acquisition 
of  property  and  the  construction  of  facilities,  $67,928  of  the  proceedfi 
for  engineering,  superintendence,  omissions,  interest  during  construc- 
tion, and  legal  expenses,  $50,000  of  the  proceeds  for  working  capital  and 
development  expenses  (provided  that  such  part  of  this  fimd  as  is  not 
required  for  said  purposes  shall  be  used  for  the  retirement  of  bonds, 
or  in  extensions,  improvements,  or  additions  to  facilities),  and  $38,372 
of  the  proceeds  for  organization,  promotional,  financing,  and  general 
expenses  and  salaries  and  expenses  until  operation  is  bc^gun  (provided 
that  no  part  of  this  amount  shall  be  expended,  except  as  needed  for 
actual  expenses,  until  construction  is  actually  begun  and  then  only  in 
proportion  as  the  work  progresses). 

Security  issues^ Cost  of  issue -^ Provision  for. 

2.  The  Illinois  Commission  ordered  that  all  diecounta,  oommiMioiis, 
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and  ezpenses  in  connection  with  the  approval,  issuanoei  and  sale  of 
bondB,  be  amortized  out  of  income  in  equal  annual  instalments. 

(Shaw  and  Yates,  Commissioners,  dissent) 

[January  27,  I9il6.] 

Application  for  leave  to  issue  securities  in  amounts  to  be 
determined  by  the  Commission  for  the  construction  and  equip- 
ment of  a  gas  plant,  for  engineering,  superintendence  during  con- 
struction, legal  expense,  contractor's  profit,  expenses  of  sale  of 
stocks  and  bonds,  discounts,  cost  of  development  (including  ordi- 
nary losses),  taxes  and  insurance,  working  capital,  and  to  capital- 
ize going  value;  company  authorized  to  mortgage  present  and 
existing  property  to  secure  $2,500,000  bonds,  and  to  issue  $300,- 
000  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  par,  and  to  issue  $375,000  first 
mortgage  6  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold  at  80  per  cent  of  par,  the 
proceeds  to  be  used  for  purposes  and  under  conditions  specified. 

Commissioner  Shaw  dissented  from  the  majority  finding  of 
$38,372  to  cover  organization,  promotion,  and  financial  expenses, 
being  of  the  opinion  that  a  total  allowance  of  15  per  cent  based 
upon  the  actual  costs  of  labor  and  materials  used  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  physical  plant  is  sufficient  and  adequate  to  covey  all 
overheads,  including  interest  during  construction  as  well  as  pre- 
liminary and  promotional  costs.  In  this  opinion  the  question  of 
the  allowance  of  overhead  expenses  is  discussed  at  considerable 
length. 

By  Thompson,  Commissioner:  The  application  aforesaid 
having  oome  on  to  be  heard,  a^d  the  matter  having  been  sub- 
mitted for  disposition  upon  the  evidence  presented^  it  now  appears 
to  the  Commission: 

That  Southern  lUinois  Gas  Company  is  a  corporation  organ- 
ized under  the  laws  of  Illinois  with  a  capital  stock  of  $2,500 
divided  into  twenty-five  shares,  of  the  par  value  of  $100  each* 

That^  under  certain  ordinances  and  franchises  now  held  by  the 
said  compaiiy,  and  by  virtue  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  heretofore  issued  by  this  Commission  in  cause  No* 
2707,  the  said  company  proposes  to  engage  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution,  and  sale  of  artificial  gas  for  light,  heat,  and  power 
purposes  in  the  cities  of  Marion,  Herrin,  Jcdmson  City>  and 
Carterville;  and,  fqr  that  purpose^  it  deeires  (1)  to  construct  a 
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plant  for  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of  artificial  gas,  (2) 
to  lay  its  mains  and  service  pipes  in  the  said  cities  and  along 
the  highways  between  the  said  cities,  (8)  to  make  provision  for 
extension  into  territory  contiguous  and  adjacent  to  the  said 
cities,  and  (4)  to  make  provision  likewise  for  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  coke,  tar,  ammonia,  and  other  by-products  obtained 
in  the  manufacture  of  such  gas. 

That  it  is  represented  by  the  petitioner  that,  to  provide  the 
necessary  capital  for  the  purposes  aforesaid,  it  will  be  necessai^ 
for  it  to  issue  its  stocks  and  bonds  in  an  amount  to  be  determined 
by  this  Commission,  based  upon  the  cost  of  the  following  items, 
to  wit :  Labor  and  materials  for  construction  of  plant  and  equip- 
ment, engineering  and  superintendence  during  construction 
period,  legal  expenses  for  incorporation,  increase  of  stock,  pro- 
curing of  franchises,  preparation  of  trust  deeds  and  bonds,  repre- 
sentation before  this  Commission,  contractors'  profits,  expenses  of 
sale  of  stocks  and  bonds,  discounts,  cost  of  development  (includ- 
ing ordinary  losses),  taxes  and  insurance,  and  working  capital; 
and  that  the  petitioner  also  asks  to  capitalize  the  going  value 
which  the  concern  will  have  in  the  future. 

The  Commission  having  fully  considered  the  evidence  offered 
by  the  petitioners  and  the  arguments  of  its  counsel,  and  being 
fully  advised  in  the  premises,  finds  that  the  total  amount  of 
capitalization  of  the  said  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company,  which 
capital  the  Commission  should  now  authorize,  and  which  is  rea- 
sonably required  for  the  acquisition  of  pi*operty  and  the  con- 
struction and  completion  of  said  plant,  should  not  exceed 
$300,000  of  capital  stock  and  $375,000  of  first-mort^gage  bonds, 
making  a  total  capitalization  of  $676,000. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  by  the  State  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion of  Illinois,  as  follows: 

Section  1.  That  the  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company  may 
increase  its  capital  stock  to  the  sum  of  $300,000,  and  thereupon 
is  authorized  to  issue  its  capital  stock  to  the  amount  of  $300,000, 
par  value,  including  therein  the  original  capital  stock  of  the  said 
company,  to  be  in  shares  of  $100  each. 

Section  2.  That  the  said  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company  be, 
and  it  is,  hereby  authorized  to  make,  execute,  and  deliver  its 
first-mortage  or  trust  d^  to  a  corporate  trustee  (to  be  here- 
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after  named),  conveying  all  of  its  property  now  owned  or  here- 
after to  be  acquired,  to  secure  its  first-mortgage  bonds  in  an 
amount  not  exceeding  $2,500,000 ;  provided,  the  form  and  condi- 
tions of-  the  said  mortgage  be  submitted  by  said  company  to  this 
Commission  for  its  approval  before  execution  and  delivery 
thereof. 

Section  8.  That  the  said  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company  be, 
and  it  is,  hereby  authorized  to  issue  its  first-mortgage  bonds  in 

the  sum  of  $375,000,  par  value,  to  be  dated , 

to  mature and  to  bear  interest  at  6  per 

cent  per  annum,  payable  semiannually,  under  and  in  pursuance 
of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  mortgage  hereinabove  author- 
ized. 

Section  4.  The  capital  stock  and  bonds  hereby  authorized  to 
be  issued  are  authorized  upon  the  conditioius  following,  and  not 
otherwise,  to  wit : 

First:  That  the  said  capital  stock  shall  be  sold  by  the  said 
Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company  for  cash,  or  for  property,  at  par. 

Second :  That  the  said  bonds  shall  be  sold  by  the  said  South- 
em  Illinois  Gas  Company  so  as  to  net  the  said  company  not  less 
than  80  per  cent  of  the  par  value  of  the  principal  thereof  and 
accrued  interest  thereon. 

Third:  That  the  proceeds  of  the  said  stocks  and  bonds  shall 
be  applied  only  to  the  following  purposes,  to  wit: 

For  the  acquisition  of  property,  and  for  the  construction 
and  completion  of  the  plant  and  facilities  for  the 
business  aforesaid  $443,700 

For  engineering,  superintendence,  and  omissions,  interest 
during  construction,  and  legal  expenses  .............       67,928 

$611,628 

For  working  capital  and  development  expenses 50,000 

Provided  that  such  portion  of  this  fund  as  is  not  required  for 
the  said  purposes  shall  be  used  in  the  retirement  of  bonds  or  in 

•  extensions,  improvement,  or  additions  to  its  facilities. 

For  organization  expenses,  promotional  expenses,  financing  and 
general  expenses,  and  the  salaries  and  expenses  ol  carrying  on 
the  company  until  the  beginning  of  operations,  the  sum  of 
$38,372.  Provided  that  no  part  of  this  fund  shall  be  expended, 
except  as  may  be  needed  for  the  actual  expenses  of  the  company, 
until  the  work  of  construction  is  actually  begun  and  may  then 
only  be  expended  in  proportion  as  said  work  of  construction  pro- 
gresses         $38,372 

Total    $600,000 

Fourth:     That  all  discounts,  commissions,  and  expenses  in 
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connection  with  the  approval,  issuance,  and  sale  of  the  said  bonds 
authorised  to  be  issued  under  this  order,  shall  be  amortized  out 
of  the  income  of  the  said  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company,  by  the 
payment  of  equal  annual  instalments  sufficient  for  that  purpose* 

Fifth :  That  said  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company  shall  keep 
separate,  true,  and  accurate  accounts  showing  the  receipt  and 
application  in  detail  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  or  disposal  of  the 
stocks  and  bonds  hereby  authorized  to  be  issued;  and,  at  the  end 
of  every  month  from  the  date  hereof,  the  said  company  shall 
make  verified  report  to  the  Commission  stating  the  sale  or  sales 
of  the  said  stocks  and  bonds  during  the  previous  month,  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  sale,  the  moneys  realized  therefrom,  and  the 
use  and  application  of  such  moneys;  and  the  said  accounts  and 
the  said  vouchers  and  records  of  the  said  company  shall  be  open 
to  audit,  and  may  be  audited  from  time  to  time  by  accountants 
and  examiners  designated  for  that  purpose  by  this  Commission. 

Sixth :  That  the  said  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company,  before 
the  delivery  of  any  of  such  stocks  or  bonds  hereby  authorized  to 
be  issued,  shall  cause  to  be  printed  or  stamped  on  the  face  of 
each  of  the  said  certificates  of  stock,  and  of  each  of  the  said 
bonds,  for  the  proper  and  easy  identification  thereof,  the  follow- 
ing: 

STATE  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  OF 
ILLINOIS 

authokization  number  225, 

January,  1916, 

Seventh:  That  the  said  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company  be, 
and  it  is,  hereby  charged  an  amount  equal  to  10  cents  for  every 
$100  of  the  stocks  and  bonds  authorized  by  this  order,  and  the 
same  shall  be  paid  into  the  state  treasury  before  any  of  such 
securities  shall  be  issued. 

Section  5.  That  this  order  take  effect  on  the  27th  day  of 
January,  1916,  and  shall  continue  in  force  until  otherwise 
ordered  by  this  Commission,  and  that,  within  ten  days  after  serv- 
ice upon  it  of  a  copy  of  this  order,  the  said  Southern  Illinois 
Gas  Company  shall  notify  this  Commission  whether  or  not.  the 
terms  of  this  order  are  accepted  by  it  and  will  be  obeyed. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Section  6.  This  order  shall  be  signed  by  the  secretary  of  this 
Commission  and  authenticated  by  its  seal. 

By  order  of  the  Commission,  this  twenty-seventh  (27th)  day 
of  January,  1916.     Dated  at  Springfield,  Illinois, 

O'Connell,  Chairman,  and  Funk,  Commissioner,  concur. 

Shaw,  Commissioner  (dissenting),  after  setting  out  the  appli- 
cation in  full,  said :  It  appears  from  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
that  the  applicant^  the  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Company,  pro^ 
poses  to  construct  an  artificial  gas  plant  for  the  purpose  of 
engaging  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  artificial  gas  for  light, 
heat,  and  power  purposes  in  the  city  of  Marion,  with  a  popula- 
tion in  the  1910  census  of  7,093;  in  the  city  of  Herrin,  with 
a  population  in  the  1910  census  of  6,861 ;  in  the  city  of  John- 
son City,  with  a  population  in  the  1910  census  of  3,248,  and  in 
the  city  of  Carterville,  with  a  population  in  the  1910  census  of 
2,971,  all  in  the  county  of  Williamson,  state  of  Illinois.  These 
cities  are  situated  in  distance  from  5  to  8  miles  from  one  another. 
It  appears  from  the  testimony  in  the  case  that  the  total  popu- 
lation of  the  contiguous  territory  which  might  be  supplied  with 
gas  is  about  33,000. 

It  appears  further  from  the  testimony  that,  when  the  territory 
is  fully  developed  and  when  the  point  of  saturation  is.  reached, 
the  total  sales  will  amount  to  about  120,000,000  cubic  feet  of 
gas  per  annum,  that  it  would  require  to  connect  the  aforesaid 
four  cities  approximately  19  miles  of  high-pressure  pipe  line, 
in  order  to  convey  the  gas  from  the  central  plant  to  the  various 
cities,  and  that,  if  it  were  later  thought  best  to  interconnect  all 
the  said  four  cities,  it  would  require  some  26  miles  of  high- 
pressure  transmission  pipe  line. 

The  testimony  further  shows  that  it  will  require  approximately 
110  miles  of  high-pressure  distribution  mains  to  pipe  the  afore- 
said four  cities,  and  that  there  will  be  required  an  installation 
of  approximately  6,500  meters,  together  with  the  necessary  serv- 
ice pipes. 

It  appears  further  from  the  record  in  the  case  that  franchise 
ordinances  have  been  passed  by  each  of  the  aforesaid  cities,  that 
there  would  be  a  demand  and  a  sale  of  gas  for  light  and  heat 
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purposes  in  the  aforesaid  territory,  and  that,  if  the  plant  were 
to  be  constructed,  the  existing  conditions  are  such  that  the  terri- 
tory would  become  saturated  (t.  e.,  the  plant  would  assume  its 
normal  business)  in  a  comparatively  short  time. 

(a)  Labor  and  Material. 

At  one  of  the  hearings  held  in  this  case,  there  was  filed  a  de- 
tailed estimate  of  the  cost  of  labor  and  material  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  plant.  This  exhibit  set  forth  the  total  cost  to  be 
$468,700,  which  includes  an  item  for  working  capital  in  the 
amount  of  $25,000,  leaving  the  total  cost  for  labor  and  material 
alone  to  be  $443,700. 

A  portion  of  the  petitioner's  testimony  (Witness  Ira  E.  Cop- 
ley), respecting  the  cost  of  the  proposed  plant,  is  in  words  and 
figures  as  follows,  to  wit^: 

Mr.  Alschuler  (Attorney) :  Now  consider  everything  there, 
Colonel^  all  these  things  you  have  testified  to — consider  cost  of 
operation  of  the  plant  and  considering  only  for  the  actual  bare 
bones — ^you  might  use  that  expression — that  is,  all  materials  that 
go  into  the  plant  plus  labor  alone  in  the  construction — ^by  that  I 
mean  service  pipes,  what,  in  your  opinion,  would  be  the  cost  ? 

Answer:  Almost  exactly  $450,000.  (p.  10 — Record  of 
11/11/14.) 

The  weight  of  the  testimony  in  this  case  would  indicate  that 
the  probable  cost  of  labor  and  material  for  the  entire  proposed 
plant  and  system,  excluding  so-called  "overheads,"  would  be 
approximately  $450,000.  It  is  presumed  that  the  petitioner, 
in  constructing  the  plant,  will  follow  recognized  practices  in 
carr\'ing  out  such  work,  and  that  the  final  <!Ost  of  the  plant  will 
be  determined,  in  the  end,  when  the  plant  is  completed.  What- 
ever expenditures  are  actually  made  by  the  petitioner  in  the 
construction  of  the  proposed  plant  and  gas  system,  if  the  past 
practice  of  this  Commission  is  followed,  the  same  will  be  reported 
in  complete  detail  to  the  Commission,  and  will  be  subject  to  a 
future  review  by  the  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing (1)  whether  or  not  the  costs  as  reported  are  reasonable, 
(2)  whether  or  not  proper  business  management  has  been  exer- 
cised in  the  construction  of  the  plant,  and  (3)  whether  or  not  all 
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tihd  expenditures  so  reported  actually  were  used  in  the  oonstruc- 
tion. 

(b)  Interest  during  Construction  and  Development 

The  petitioner  olaims  that,  to  cover  interest  during  the  con- 
struction and  development  periods,  there  should  be  made  an 
allowance  of  27  per  cent  of  the  expenditures  made  for  labor  and 
material.  Such  a  percentage  contemplates  an  extraordinarily 
long  construction  and  development  period.  While  it  is  not  stated 
definitely  in  the  record  of  the  case,  it  would  appear  that  the 
petitioner's  program,  to  be  followed  in  constructing  the  entire 
plant  to  serve  the  four  cities  mentioned  in  the  petition,  would 
be  to  install  a  manufacturing  plant  in  one  of  the  larger  cities, 
and  to  lay  from  this  central  manufacturing  plant  both  distribu- 
tion mains  to  supply  the  local  consumers  in  the  city  in  which 
the  manufacturing  plant  may  be  located  and  high-pressure  trans- 
mission pipe  lines  to  the  other  three  cities,  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  gas  to  the  consumers  in  each  of  the  other  localities.  It 
would  follow,  therefore,  that,  if  a  practical  method  of  construc- 
tion is  to  be  followed,  the  petitioner  would  construct  its  manu- 
facturing plant,  as  before  stated,  in  one  of  the  lai^r  cities  and, 
at  the  same  time,  would  be  engaged  in  constructing  its  distribu- 
tion system  in  that  particular  city.  When  the  central  manuf ac^ 
turing  plant  and  the  local  distribution  system  will  have  been 
completed  for  the  said  city,  the  petitioner  then  would  be  in  posi- 
tion to  supply  all  such  consumers  of  the  city  in  which  the  central 
manufacturing  plant  may  be  located,  as  desire  a  supply  of  gas. 
As  to  the  other  three  cities,  the  petitioner  could  start  the  con- 
struction of  the  distribution  systems  and  the  laying  of  the  high- 
pressure  transmission  lines  at  approximately  the  same  time  that 
H  started  the  construction  of  the  central  manufacturing  plant 
The  construction  work  throughout  the  territory  could  be  so  con- 
ducted and  prosecuted  that,  whenever  the  central  plant  may  be 
completed,  all  of  the  transmission  lines  and  all  of  the  distribution 
mains  would  be  completed  simultaneously.  To  carry  forward 
all  subdivisions  of  the  work  synchronously,  means  simply  the 
employing  of  a  larger  organization  and  a  larger  construction 
force.  More  often  than  otherwise,  large  construction  operations 
are  to  be  carried  to  completion  most  economically  by  concentrated 
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and  rapid  work  on  a  large  scale, — ^not  by  spreading  the  work  over 
a  lengthy  construction  period.  On  the  other  hand,  should  the 
petitioner  so  select,  the  high-pressure  distribution  lines  and  the 
high-pressure  transmission  lines  for  the  other  cities  could  be  laid 
at  a  later  date;  but,  if  this  be  the  ease,  portions  of  the  plant 
will  have  been  completed  and  in  operation  in  a  comparatively 
short  time.  The  average  construction  period,  therefore,  during 
which  the  entire  investment  is  entitled  to  draw  interest,  would  be 
comparatively  short. 

The  petitioner's  idea  of  the  time  required  to  construct  the 
projected  gas  plant  and  system  has  been  expressed  in  the  record 
by  the  witness  Copley,  upon  examination  by  attorney,  as  follows : 

Mr.  Alschuler  (Attorney) :  •  .  .  What,  in  your  opinion, 
would  be  the  length  of  time  to  construct  this  plant  ? 

Witness :  It  would  take  probably  just  about  from  a  year  and 
a  half  to  two  years  to  get  the  plant  constructed,  and  then  it 
would  take  from  two  to  three  years  to  get  it  developed,  (pp.  18 
and  14— Kecord  of  11/11/14.) 

And  in  its  application,  quoted  hereinabove,  the  petitioner  set 
forth :  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  your  petitioner,  it  will  require 
upwards  of  eighteen  months  to  construct  and  have  such  plant 
ready  for  operation."     (Section  5 — Application.) 

An  idea  as  to  whether  or  not  a  construction  period  of  from 
eighteen  months  to  two  years  is  reasonable,  may  be  obtained  from 
the  examination  of  the  testimony  of  qualified  experts  who  have 
appeared  before  this  Commission  in  other  cases. 

John  W.  Alvord,  a  well-known  civil  engineer,  of  large  experi- 
ence in  the  construction  and  the  appraisal  of  utility  plants,  in 
making  an  appraisal  of  the  water  plant  of  the  Pekin  Waterworks 
at  Pekin,  Illinois,  in  May,  1915,  filed,  in  behalf  of  the  Pekin 
Waterworks  Company,  an  appraisal  in  which  the  value  of  the 
plant  is  estimated  at  $325,000,  and  in  which  it  is  assumed  that 
the  enterprise  first  originated  on  January  1,  1915,  and  that  the 
physical  plant  would  be  constructed  and  completed  within  one 
year  from  that  date.  Alvord  estimated,  from  his  experience, 
that  at  least  three  months  of  this  year  would  be  occupied  in  pre- 
liminary investigation,  in  general  engineering,  in  business 
arrangements,  and  in  negotiations  with  the  city  preparatory  to 
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the  passing  of  the  necessary  franchise  ordinances,  and  that  within 
another  month  the  detailed  {dans  for  construction  would  be  in 
readiness.  By  the  end  of  ihe  fourth  month,  the  leases  of  real 
estate  would  have  been  fully  purchased,  and  the  contracts  for 
the  construction  of  the  distribution  system  and  the  station  build- 
ings would  have  been  let.  AetiYO  construetion  work  would  be 
commenced  immediately  after  May  1,  1915.  Alvord  considered 
that  the  entire  plant  could  be  placed  in  operation  by  January 
1,  1916 — one  year  after  the  first  oi^nisation*  In  Alvord's 
hypothetical  plant  at  Pekin,  it  is  to  be  noted  that  a  comparatively 
small  amount  of  capital  would  be  required  to  defray  costs  en- 
tailed before  the  middle  of  the  year.  In  the  case  at  bar,  a 
large  portion  of  the  system  would  consist  of  distribution  mains> 
the  same  as  in  a  system  built  to  supply  water,  and,  owing  to  a 
similarity  of  the  production  plants,  the  situation  at  Fekin  may 
be  considered  quite  analogous  to  the  construction  of  the  gas 
plant  and  system  contemplated  by  the  petitioner  hereim 

W.  J.  Huddle,  another  well-known  engineer  of  considerable 
experience  in  the  appraisal  of  gas  plants^  estimates,  in  an 
inyentory  filed  with  this  Commission  in  behalf  of  the  Quincy 
Gas,  Electric,  &  Heating  Company,  the  cost  to  reproduce  new 
of  the  Quincy  gas  plant  to  be  $863,600,  and  states  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  said  plant,  if  reproduced,  would  cover  a  period 
of  .eighteen  months. 

J.  A.  Brown,  a  consulting  engineer,  of  large  experience  in  the 
gas  business,  in  an  inventory  filed  with  this  Commission  in  be- 
half of  the  Springfield  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  estimated  the 
total  cost  to  reproduce  new  of  the  Springfield  gas  properties  to 
be  $1,075,000,  and  stated  his  estimate  of  the  time  required  for 
construction  to  be  fifteen  months. 

It  would  appear  that,  if  good  business  judgment  were  used 
and  if  good  engineering  practice  were  followed  during  construc- 
tion, the  period  of  construction  for  the  gas  plant  with  all  the 
accessories,  such  as  mains,  transmission  pipe  lines,  etc.,  as  con- 
templated by  the  petitioner  in  this  case,  should  not  exceed  one 
year.  It  is  my  opinion  that  interest  during  construction  should 
be  determined  on  a  basis  of  a  one-year  period,  and  that  the  rate 
be  6  per  cent  per  annum,  as  claimed  by  the  petitioner. 

The  p^itioner  claims  that  it  should  be  allowed  interest  during 
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the  construction  period  for  the  entire  time  and  for  the  entire 
amount  of  the  construction.  In  practically  every  valuation  filed 
with  this  Commission  by  appraisers  and  engineeiB  representing 
utilities  which  have  been  involved  in  rate-making  procedures, 
the  claim  for  interest  during  construction  has  been  made  at  the 
rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum  and  on  the  basis  of  one  half  the  rate 
on  the  entire  amount  of  the  construction,  or  the  full  rate  on  one 
half  the  amount  of  the  construction.  All  experts  apparently 
predicated  the  assumption  on  the  obvious  fact  that  it  is  unreason- 
able to  expect  the  entire  amount  of  the  construction  to  be  invested 
from  the  very  inception  of  the  project.  Alvord,  in  the  aforesaid 
appraisal  of  the  Pekin  Waterworks  properties,  for  the  item 
of  interest,  Stated  as  follows:  ^^Interest  during  the  construction 
period  being  computed  upon  the  theory  that  all  of  the  moneys 
required  for  preliminary  cost,  real  estate,  material,  and  labor, 
engineering  and  superintending,  general,  legal,  and  contingent 
costs,  were  expended  in  growing  amount  prior  to  and  during 
the  period  of  construction,  so  that  a  fair  average  interest,  on  these 
unproductive  moneys  would  be  measured  by  the  interest  on  the 
whole  amount  for  half  of  the  construction  period,  or  half  the 
interest  on  the  whole  amount  during  the  period  of  construction.^' 
(Alvord's  Pekin  Reporlr— p.  78.) 

Huddle,  supporting  his  appraisal  of  the  properties  of  the 
Quincy  Gas,  Electric,  &  Heating  Company,  in  which  he  esti- 
mated eighteen  months  to  cover  the  period  of  construction,  asked 
that  there  be  allowed  4|  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  labor  and  material 
for  interest  during  construction.  In  other  words,  he  asked  that 
the  principle  of  allowing  half  the  total  interest  be  applied  to  the 
entire  cost  during  the  entire  time,  or  the  full  rate  to  one  half 
the  cost  during  the  entire  time, — the  same  theory  that  Alvord 
advocated. 

W.  P.  Sloan,  an  electrical  engineer  of  experience  in  valuation 
work,  in  appraisals  filed  in  behalf  of  the  Lincoln  Water  &  Light 
Company  and  the  Quincy  Gas,  Electric,  &  Heating  Company, 
followed  the  same  principle  of  using  an  average  interest  during 
construction  as  did  Alvord  and  Huddle. 

Dabney  Maury,  an  expert  valuation  engineer,  in  a  valuation 
filed  with  the  Commission  in  behalf  of  the  Lincoln  Water  &  Li^t 
Company,  stated:     "Interest  during  construction  being  six  per 
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cent  (6%)  on  the  moneys  expended  progressively  for  construc- 
tion until  the  plant  begins  operation  and  such  charges  may  be 
carried  in  the  operation  accounts."  (Maury's  Lincoln  Exhibit — 
216.) 

Maury  here  practically  follows  the  same  principle  as  Alvord, 
Huddle,  and  Sloan. 

J.  A.  Brown,  consulting  engineer  for  the  Springfield  Gas  & 
Electric  Company,  and  H.  C.  Anderson,  a  professor  connected 
with  the  engineering  department  of  the  University  of  Michigan, 
in  appraisals  filed  with  this  Commission  in  behalf  of  the  Spring- 
field Gas  &  Electric  Company,  followed  the  identical  theory  as 
set  forth  by  Alvord,  Huddle,  Sloan,  and  Maury. 

Each  of  the  above  experts  (or  engineers),  it  will  be  noted,  testi- 
fied in  support  of  a  valuation  made  in  the  interest  of  a  public- 
utility  respondent,  at  the  time,  in  a  rate-making  case.  In  each 
instance  the  appraiser  claimed  an  allowance  to  cover  interest 
during  construction  at  a  rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  total 
amount  of  the  construction  during  one  half  of  the  construction 
period,  or  one  half  the  6  per  cent  rate  on  the  total  amount  of  the 
construction  during  the  entire  time  covered  by  the  construction 
period.  Each  appraiser,  with  the  possible  exception  of  Brown, 
in  compiling  his  valuation,  followed  what  is  technically  known 
as  the  "cost  of  reproduction," — i.  e.,  assumed  all  the  conditions 
which  arise  in  constructing  an  imaginary  plant  to  replace  an 
existing  one.  In  no  rate  case  before  this  Commission  has  a 
qualified  valuation  expert  of  standing  ever  attempted  to  claim 
more  than  this  average  interest  during  the  construction  period. 

Before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  in  the  matter  of 
the  valuation  of  all  railroads  of  the  United  States,  in  a  brief  filed 
on  September  1,  1915,  in  behalf  of  the  railraad  represented  by 
the  presidents'  conference  committee,  the  following  language  is 
used: 

"Interest  during  construction  should  be  the  interest  estimated 
to  be  paid  during  the  production  period,  less  the  interest,  if  any, 
to  be  received  on  unexpended  balances."  (p.  109 — Carriers' 
brief.) 

The  carriers,  in  considering  ways  and  means  of  raising  capital 
for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  the  railroad,  suggest  three 
distinct  methods,  namely: 
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"First.  The  raising  of  capital  under  an  arrangement  that 
would  insure  its  delivery  exactly  as  needed  for  disbursement 
during  the  progress  of  the  work. 

"Second.  The  raising  of  all  capital  necessary  to  complete 
the  undertaking  in  advance  of  the  commencement  of  the  work. 

"Third.  The  raising  of  capital  in  periodic  instalments  in 
advance  of  requirements  and  in  sums  sufficient,  at  least,  for  a 
year's  work  as  laid  out  in  the  engineering  program."  (p.  112- 
Carriers'  brief.) 

In  regard  to  the  above  three  methods,  the  carriers  comment 
in  the  following  language: 

"It  is  recognized  that  the  raising  of  capital  as  needed  for  dis- 
bursement during  the  progress  of  the  work  is  not  practicable,  as 
the  underwriting  cost  would  be  prohibitive,  even  if  such  an 
arrangement  could  be  made. 

"The  second  method  is  not  an  economical  one,  as  the  raising 
of  the  entire  amount  in  advance  of  the  commencement  of  the 
work  would  result  in  placing  funds  in  the  treasury,  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  which  would  not  be  needed  for  some  years  to 
come,  which  funds  could  be  loaned  only  at  rates  materially  less 
than  their  cost. 

"The  practice  of  raising  capital  in  periodic  instalments  is  the 
consistent  one,  because  experience  has  shown  it  to  be  the  most 
practical  and  economical  way;  therefore,  the  financial  program 
should  be  so  arranged  as  to  provide  for  the  accruing  of  funds  in 
annual  instalments  at  the  beginning  of  each  year,  in  sums  suflB- 
cient  to  meet  all  requirements,  as  set  forth  in  the  engineering 
program."     (pp.  112,  113 — Carriers'  brief.) 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  carriers  favor  the  third  scheme,  which 
is  quite  comparable  to  the  theory  advanced  by  the  aforesaid 
experts  who  have  testified  before  this  Commission.  The  carriers, 
moreover,  admit  that  allowances  for  interest  during  construction 
should  consist  of  the  interest  estimated  to  be  paid  out  during  the 
construction  period,  less  compensatory  interest  received  on  un- 
expended balances.  In  other  words,  the  interest  during  con- 
struction account  should  be  credited  with  all  interest  earned  by 
such  inactive  portions  of  the  fund  as  are  not  required  to  meet 
bills  payable  in  the  construction  accounts. 

Upon  due  consideration  of  all  of  the  above  facts,  I  am  of  the 
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opinion  that^  in  the  case  at  bar,  an  allowance  of  3  per  cent  of 
the  total  cost  of  labor  and  material  to  construct  the  plant,  to 
cover  interest  during  the  construction  period,  is  fair,  reasonable, 
and  equitable.  Such  a  percentage  is  based  upon  an  allowance  of 
the  full  rate  upon  one  half  of  the  cost  of  construction  during  a 
fxdl  year  allotted  to  the  installation  of  a  complete  gas  system,  or 
upon  an  allowance  of  one  half  the  rate  on  the  entire  cost  for 
the  full  year's  tima 

.  Development  expenses,  the  petitioner  has  combined  with  inter- 
est during  construction  in  a  total  claim  of  27  per  cent  of  the 
cost  of  the  installation.  The  petitioner  estimates  the  develop- 
ment period  to  exist  for  three  years  during  which  an  allowance 
should  be  made  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  entire 
cost  of  the  gas  plant  and  system. 

The  development  period  ordinarily  is  considered  to  be  the 
number  of  years  which  may  be  required  to  build  up  a  business 
to  a  paying  basis,  i.  e.,  the  time  that  elapses  between  the  date 
upon  which  the  plant  is  completed  and  ready  for  operation,  and 
the  date  upon  which  the  business  is  established  fully  and  soundly 
on  a  paying  basis.  Development  costs  usually  are  considered 
to  be  such  expenses  as  are  represented  by  the  deficit  between 
actual  gross  earnings  and  theoretical  gross  earnings  which  are 
sufficient  to  meet  all  operating  expenses,  with  an  adequate  allow- 
ance for  annual  return  upon  the  investment  and  for  a  proper 
depreciation  reserve  to  be  set  aside  for  replacements  of  equip- 
ment which  becomes  worn  out,  obsolete,  and  inadequate.  The 
period  of  time  required  for  any  utility  to  accumulate  its  normal 
business  may  vary  with  the  nature  of  the  business,  with  the  char- 
acter of  the  territory,  and  with  the  inhabitants  thereof.  Develop- 
ment expense  is  synonymoua  with  the  commonly  used  term  "go- 
ing value."  The  actual  capital  which  may  be  required  to  develop 
the  business  to  a  paying  basis  in  the  case  at  bar  is  at  this  time 
a  pure  conjecture, — a  conjecture  of  the  type  which  is  condemned 
by  the  courts.  Respecting  conjectures,  Mr.  Justice  Hughes,  in 
the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  U.  S.  452, 
57  L.  ed.  1563,  48  L.R.A.(KS.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  763, 
Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  states,  to  wit:  "The  cost-of-reproduction 
method  is  of  service  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  of  the 
plant,  when  it  is  reasonably  applied,  and  when  the  cost  of  repro- 
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ducing  the  property  may  be  ascertained  with  a  proper  degree 
of  certainty.  But,  it  does  not  justify  the  acceptance  of  results 
which  depend  upon  mere  conjecture."  And:  "The  allowances 
made  below  for  a  conjectural  cost  of  acquisition  and  conse- 
quential damages  must  be  disapproved ;  and  in  this  view  we  also 
think  it  was  error  to  add  to  the  amount  taken  as  the  present 
value  of  the  lands  the  further  sums  calculated  on  that  value, 
which  were  embraced  in  the  items  of  ^engineering,  superin- 
tendence, legal  expenses,'  ^contingencies,'  and  ^interest  during 
construction.' 

"Going  value,"  an  elusive  and  disputed  term,  has  been  various- 
ly defined  for  different  purposes.  Alvord,  in  testifying  in  the 
Pekin  Waterworks  Case,  defined  "going  value"  as  follows :  "The 
cost  outside  of  the  physical  plant  of  diverting  capital  from  one 
path  where  it  formerly  earned  return  into  the  new  line  of  ac- 
tivity, where,  through  the  medium  of  physical  property,  it  may 
again  in  time  come  to  earn  proper  return."  (Alvord's  Pekin 
Report— p.  18.) 

Such  a  "going  value"  accords  quite  closely  with  a  decision  ren- 
dered in  the  New  York  court  of  appeals.  In  the  case  of  People 
ex  rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  v.  Willcox,  210  N.  Y.  479, 
51  L.R.A.(KS.)  1,  104  K  E.  914,  Mr.  Justice  Miller  states: 
"I  define  'going  value'  for  rate  purposes,  as  involved  in  this 
case,  to  be  the  amount  equal  to  the  deficiency  of  net  earnings 
below  a  fair  return  on  the  actual  investment  due  solely  to  the 
time  and  expenditures  reasonably  necessary  and  proper  to  the 
development  of  the  business  and  property  to  its  preswit  stage, 
and  not  comprised  in  the  valuation  of  the  physical  property." 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  spoken  learnedly 
of  "going  value."  In  the  Des  Moines  Gas  Case,  238  TJ.  S.  165, 
166,  59  L.  ed.  1250,  1251,  P.TJ.R.1915D,  584,  585,  35  Sup.  Ct 
Rep.  811,  Mr.  Justice  Day  states,  to  wit: 

"Included  in  going  value  as  usually  reckoned  is  the  investment 

necessary  to  organizing  and  establishing  the  business  which  is 

not  embraced  in  the  value  of  its  actual  physical  property.     In 

this  case,  what  may  be  called  inception  cost  of  the  enterprise 

entering  into  the  establishing  of  a  going  concern  had  long  since 

been  incurred.     The  present  company  and  its  predecessors  had 

long  carried  on  business  in  the  city  of  Des  Moines,  under  other 
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ordinanoesy  and  at  higher  rates  than  the  ordinance  in  question 
established.  For  aught  that  appears  in  this  record^  these  ex- 
penses may  have  been  already  compensated  in  rates  charged  and 
eoUected  under  former  ordinances. 

^^As  we  have  said,  every  presumption  is  in  favor  of  the  legiti- 
mate exercise  of  the  rate-making  power;  and  it  is  not  to  be  pre- 
sumed, without  proof,  that  a  company  is  under  the  necessity  of 
making  up  losses  and  expenditures  incidental  to  the  experimental 
stage  of  its  business. 

^^These  items  of  expense  in  development  are  often  called  over* 
head  charges,  for  which,  as  we  have  already  seen,  the  master 
allowed  15  per  cent  upon  the  base  value  (exclusive  of  real  estate), 
or  $296,254  in  addition  to  his  allowance  of  $6,923  for  organ- 
ization expenses." 

In  the  said  Des  Moines  Gas  Case,  the  pres^it  value  of  the 
physical  property  (exclusive  of  real  estate)  had  been  fixed  by 
the  special  master  at  $1,937,402. 

'  As  I  interpret  the  language  of  the  courts,  I  am  led  to  the 
belief  that  the  claims  of  petitioner  in  the  case  at  bar  for  develop- 
ment expense  (or  ^'going  value'')  are  of  the  nature  of  con- 
jectures, which  should  be  disallowed.  I  have  serious  doubts, 
moreover,  as  to  the  propriety  of  capitalizing  these  development 
expenses  and  thus  everlastingly  throwing  a  future  burden  upon 
the  public.  It  is  quite  apparent  that  the  petitioner  herein  should 
be  reimbursed  for  the  actual  legitimate  expenditures,  reasonably 
made  in  developing  the  business;  but  I  believe  that  a  more 
equitable  method  would  be  to  amortize  the  development  cost 
over  a  term  of  years  of  such  length  as  not  to  burden  unduly  the 
early  consumers. 

It  would  seem  to  be  just  and  equitable  that  the  consumers  in 
the  early  years  of  a  plant's  operation  should  pay  a  somewhat 
higher  rate  for  service  than  in  later  years*  At  the  beginning, 
it  is  the  rule  that  the  public  greatly  desires  utility  service,  and 
that  it  will  make  many  a  concession  to  secure  a  longed-for  service. 
It  possesses  not  the  convenience  which  the  service  may  give  to 
it,  and,  in  order  to  obtain  a  convenience,  the  general  public  is 
agreeable  to  contribute  in  part  during  the  early  years ;  and  it  is 
fair  that  the  public  should  so.  con  tribute  towards  the  legitimate 
costs  for  the  development  of  a  utility  business. 
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There  exists  also  an  economic  reason  for  eaq)ecting  the  early 
consumers  to  bear  a  somewhat  larger  portion  of  the  burden,  in 
slightly  higher  rates,  than  the  later  consumerB.  The  establish* 
ment  of  reliable  utility  service  in  a  community  is  more  or  less 
a  boom  for  the  district  served.  Properfrjr  values  have  a  tendency 
to  advance,  owing  to  the  more  desirable  living  conditions.  Busi- 
ness is  enhanced,  owing  to  the  more  up-to*date  aspect  of  the 
community.  The  effect  is  probably  most  marked  during  the 
three  or  four  years  following  the  inception  of  utility  service, — 
the  development  period.  Should  not  these  early  consumers,  who 
receive  the  most  benefit  of  the  newly  .established  service^  bear 
a  little  the  larger  share  of  the  cost  of  such  development  ? 

The  petitioner,  without  question,  should  be  allowed  to  make 
some  provision  for  capital  to  carry  its  business  over  the  develop- 
mental period ;  but  this  amount,  in  my  opinion,  could  be  included 
with  the  working  capital.  I  believe  that  an  allowance,  at  this 
time,  of  $25,000,  in  addition  to  the  ordinarily  necessary  working 
capital,  would  be  ample  capital  for  the  development  of  the  busi- 
ness. In  arriving  at  this  $26,000,  I  am  influenced  by  the  con- 
sideration that  this  sum  is  only  necessary  to  meet  ike  deficits  in 
the  operating  accounts,  plus  proper  bond  interest.  The  establish- 
ment of  a  fund  to  meet  accrued  depreciation  may  well  be  sus- 
pended for  a  few  years,  and  it  seems  no  unusual  hardship  to 
deprive  temporarily  the  owners  of  the  property  of  earnings  for 
a  period  of  three  years,  provided  that  the  said  owners  are  reim- 
bursed in  the  later  years  for  the  unrecompensed  early  losses. 
If,  after  three  years  shall  have  elapsed,  the  business  in  the  pe- 
titioner's territory  becomes  normally  developed,  and  if  the 
records  are  kept  accurately  and  correctly,  the  development  costs 
at  the  end  of  the  period  may  be  determined  absolutely.  From 
the  records,  should  it  prove  that  $25,000  is  an  insufficient  allow- 
ance, the  petitioner,  if  it  needed  additional  funds,  could  at  that 
time  make  tentative  arrangements  for  securing  the  necessary 
additional  capital  to  carry  it  over  the  developmental  period. 
When  the  amount  was  actually  determined  in  a  careful  manner^ 
this  Commission  could  then  be  petitioned  to  make  such  dispo- 
sition'of  the  situation  as  it  deemed  best.  At  such  time,  the  Com*^ 
mission,  aft^  investigation,  would  be  in  far  better  position  to 
judge  whether  the  amount  is  properly  chargeable  to  the  capital 
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account,  or  the  amount  is  chai^ble  to  a  special  fund  to  be 
amortized  over  a  period  of  years. 

(c)  Engtrteervng  Fees. 

Petitioner  requests  an  allowance  of  6  per  cent  to  cover  engi- 
neering fees.  A  fee  of  5  per  cent  to  cover  engineering  is  quite 
a  usual  fee  claimed  by  the  various  engineers  and  experts  who  have 
filed  appraisals  in  behalf  of  utilities  involved  in  rate  cases — par^ 
ticularly  in  determining  the  value  of  a  property  under  the 
reproduction  cost  new  theory.  A  6  per  cent  fee  is  ordinarily 
considered  quite  remunerative  professionally,  although  instances 
have  been  recited  of  larger  fees,  among  which  is  to  be  mentioned 
the  East  Boston  tunnel  (6.4  per  cent),  Washington  street  tunnel 
(6.1  per  cent),  and  Metropolitan  Waterworks  (6.2  per  cent), — 
all  highly  specialized  feats  of  engineering.  Ordinarily  the  fee 
of  5  per  cent  is  applicable  to  only  such  portions  of  the  property 
as  are  subject  to  engineering  and  architectural  treatment.  Ob- 
viously the  entire  utility  property  is  not  subject  to  such  sur- 
charge. A  fee  of  5  per  cent  of  the  entire  cost  of  the  tangible 
property  is  equivalent  to  a  far  greater  percentage  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  property  which  receive  engineering  and  architectural 
attention. 

Overhead  expenses  in  general,  and  engineering  and  super- 
vision in  particular,  represent  for  the  most  part  skill,  judgment, 
and  ingenuity  preparatory  to  and  during  the  construction  period, 
and  it  is  reasonable  to  presume  that  such  skill,  judgment,  and 
ingenuity  are  to  be  paid  for  in  proportion  to  value  received  there- 
from. If  engineering  and  supervision  fees  are  to  be  allowed  at 
a  rate  for  which  first-class  professional  services  are  to  be  pro- 
cured, the  evidence  of  such  eminent  professional  services  should 
be  reflected  in  the  completed  plant  and  system,  which  surely 
should  be  highly  suited  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  is  intended. 
Upon  careful  consideration,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that,  in  the  case 
at  bar,  an  allowance  of  5  per  cent  of  the  entire  estimated  cost 
cf  the  tangible  property,  to  cover  engineering  fees,  is  very 
generous  indeed,  and,  in  assenting  to  this  allowance,  it  is  my 
expectation  that  the  completed  gas  plant  and  system  will  be 
highly  suited  to  the  needs  of  the  territory,  and  thoroughly 
efficient  in  every  detail, 
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(d)  Legal  and  Organization  Expenses. 

^  Petitioner  herein  makes  a  claim  of  7  per  cent  to  cover  legal 
and  organization  expenses  during  and  prior  to  the  construction 
period.  In  general,  under  the  heading  of  "Legal  and  Organ- 
ization Expenses"  are  included  the  salaries  and  expenses  for  a 
utility's  oflBcers,  accountants,  and  attorneys  during  that  portion 
of  the  construction  period  commencing  at  the  end  of  the  time 
covered  by  preliminary  costs  and  continuing  to  the  time  when 
the  plant  is  placed  in  successful  operation.  These  costs  include 
(1)  salaries  of  general  oflScers,  (2)  salaries  and  expenses  of  office 
assistants,  (3)  cost  of  accounting,  (4)  legal  advice,  and  (5)  rent 
and  office  expenses. 

For  all  of  these  expenses,  Alvord,  in  his  appraisal  of  the  prop- 
erties of  the  Lake  Forest  Water  Company  at  Lake  Forest  and 
of  the  Pekin  Waterworks  Company  at  Pekin,  before  this  Com- 
mission, asked  an  allowance  of  2  per  cent.  Some  of  the  ap- 
praisers under  the  above  head  include  contingencies. 

In  the  Springfield  Gas  Case,  counsel  for  the  Springfield  Gas  & 
Electric  Company,  in  speaking  of  administration  and  legal  ex- 
penses claimed  by  his  witnesses,  states: 

"Anderson  estimated  this  overhead  at  2.6  per  cent  and  Brown 
at  2  per  cent.  The  difference  between  the  two  is  caused  by 
Anderson  using  continuous,  and  Brown  piecemeal,  construction. 
Little  (witness  for  this  Commission)  made  an  allowance  of  1 
per  cent.  He  assumed  such  service  was  not  wholly  paid  for  in 
the  earlier  day,  and  a3  he  was  seeking  original  cost,  he  used  this 
low  figure."     (p.  90  of  S.  G.  &  E.  Co.'s  brief.) 

In  valuation  work  it  is  rather  common  to  lump  with  legal  and 
organization  expense,  all  contingent  costs  during  construction, 
including  therein  all  costs  growing  out  of  omissions  or  unforeseen 
changes  and  unusual  events  and  hazards  of  construction.  This 
item  would  then  include  (1)  changes  in  construction,  due  to  un- 
foreseen obstacles  developed  during  the  progress  of  the  work,  (2) 
rise  in  price  of  material  or  labor  above  normal,  (3)  financial 
panics,  (4)  inclement  weather  causing  delays,  (5)  floods  causing 
an  actual  property  loss  and  unavoidable  delays,  (6)  failure  of 
contractors,  (7)  unforeseen  difficulties  encountered  in  deep 
excavations,  (8)  strikes,  (9)  litigation,  (10)  taxes  and  assess- 
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mentB  on  real  estate  and  personal  property,  (11)  insurance,  and 
(12)  other  contingencies,  embracing  in  general  all  costs  which 
experience  has  shown  must  be  allowed  by  a  prudent  man  enga- 
ging  in  a  large  constructive  enterprise,  over  and  above  that  which 
specifically  can  be  enumerated. 

Various  experts,  in  appearing  before  this  Commission,  have 
allotted  different  percentages  to  cover  this  lumping  of  overhead 
expenses.  Alvord,  in  the  cases  heretofore  referred  to,  estimated 
such  overhead  expenses  at  4  per  cent,  or,  combining  the  general 
administration  and  legal  expenses  with  contingencies,  estimated 
a  total  of  6  per  cent  For  these  last-mentioned  items,  Maury,  in 
appraising  the  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Company  at  Lincoln, 
made  an  allowance  of  7^  per  cent  Sloan,  in  appraising  the 
Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Company,  at  Lincoln,  to  cover  adminis- 
tration, legal,  and  contingency  overheads,  made  an  allowance  of 
3.85  per  cent,  and  in  appraising  the  electric  properties  of  the 
Quincy  Gas,  Electric,  &  Heating  Company,  at  Quincy,  Illinois, 
made  an  allowance  of  4  per  cent  Huddle,  in  appraising  die  gas 
properties  of  the  Quincy  Gas,  Electric,  &  Heating  Company,  at 
Quincy,  Dlinois,  made  an  allowance  of  3  per  cent  to  cover  the 
same  overheads. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  petitioner's  claim  of  7  per  cent  to 
cover  legal  and  administrative  expenses  alone  is  quite  extrava- 
gant 

(e)  Expenses  of  Promotion. 

Petitioner  herein,  for  promoting  the  business  prior  to  the  con- 
struction period,  makes  claim  for  an  allowance  of  10  per  cent 
Under  the  heading  of  "promotion,"  there  is  included  what  ordi- 
narily is  termed  "preliminary  costs,"  which  include  all  costs 
preliminary  to  the  development  of  a  precise  plant  The  dividing 
line  between  "preliminary  costs"  and  "engineering  and  super- 
vision during  construction"  is  more  or  less  hazy.  Some  items 
of  preliminary  expense  are  involved  in  (1)  creating  sentiment 
favorable  to  installation,  (2)  business  investigations  and  nego- 
tiations, (3)  expert  preliminary  engineering  reports,  (4)  legal 
advice — preliminary,  (6)  special  engineering  investigation  for 
source  of  supply,  (6)  optioning  real  estate,  (7)  organization  of 
company — ^preliminary,  (8)  acquisition  of  franchises,  and  (9) 
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in  general  all  costs  such  as  are  incidental  to  the  proper  placing 
of  the  enterprise  upon  a  definite  basis,  up  to  the  point  where 
detailed  plans  may  be  prepared  and  actual  construction  begun. 

In  contrast  to  the  claim  of  10  per  cent,  made  by  petitioner 
herein,  to  cover  preliminary  promotional  expense,  it  is  interest- 
ing to  note  the  claims  of  other  qualified  and  reputable  experts 
who  have  appeared  before  this  Commission.  Alvord,  in  appraisals 
hereinbefore  referred  to  (the  Lake  Forest  Water  Company  at 
Lake  Forest,  and  the  Pekin  Waterworks  Company  at  Pekin) 
estimated  promotional  expense  at  1^  per  cent  of  the  cost  of 
reproduction  of  the  physical  plant  Maury,  in  the  appraisal  of 
the  property  of  the  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Company,  at  Lincoln, 
estimated  promotional  expense  at  3.31  per  cent.  Sloan,  in  ap- 
praising the  properties  of  the  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Company, 
at  Lincoln,  estimated  promotional  expense  at  2.77  per  cent. 
Huddle,  in  appraising  the  gas  properties  of  the  Quincy  Gas, 
Electric,  &  Heating  Company,  at  Quincy,  Illinois,  estimated 
promotional  expense  at  2  per  cent.  Sloan,  in  appraising  the 
electric  properties  for  the  Quincy  Gas,  Electric,  &  Heating 
Company,  at  Quincy,  estimated  promotional  expense  at  2  per 
cent.  The  average  of  the  allowances  claimed  by  these  engineer- 
ing experts,  who  have  been  engaged  by  various  utilities  in  the 
above-noted  cases,  to  cover  preliminary  and  promotional  ex- 
penses, under  the  cost  to  reproduce  new  theory  amounts  to  2.2 
per  cent,  as  against  a  10  per  cent  claim  made  by  the  petitioner 
herein. 

In  any  rate-making  proceedings  it  is  always  a  proper  line  of 
inquiry  and  evidence  to  investigate  and  examine  the  books  of  a 
utility,  and  to  ascertain  therefrom  all  chaises  entered  in  con- 
nection with  the  construction  of  the  properties.  It  is  always 
proper,  moreover,  to  record  evidence  to  establish  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  charges  contained  in  the  books.  Should  the  Com- 
mission find,  upon  investigation,  that  such  book  charges  are  un- 
reasonable, that  the  charges  do  not  represent  a  reasonable  outlay 
of  money,  that  the  charges  are  not  comparable  with  the  actual  cost, 
or  that  the  charges  are  unrepresentative  of  the  service  rendered, 
then  the  charges  found  upon  the  bod^s  might  be  disregarded, 
and  the  Commission  would  determine  from  proper  evidence  what 
should  be  the  reasonable  charges.    Should  the  Commission  fix  a 
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rate  for  a  utility  operating  under  its  jurisdiction,  whose  plant 
and  system  has  been  constructed  recently,  I  believe  it  would  be 
conceded  by  all — courts,  commissions,  and  utilities  alike — that 
the  truest  measure  of  value  and  the  best  evidence  of  value  are 
to  be  found  in  the  actual  legitimate  expenditures,  as  reflected 
by  the  utility^s  books  and  accounts.  Necessarily,  the  allowance 
for  promotional  and  preliminary  charges  \mder  such  circum- 
stances, would  be  the  actual  legitimate  costs  of  these  overheads. 

It  is  claimed  by  some  that  no  allowance  whatsoever  should  be 
made  for  promoting  an  enterprise,  either  in  a  rate-making  pro- 
ceeding or  in  a  proceeding  to  determine  the  issuance  of  securities. 
The  reason  advanced  for  this  attitude  is  a  belief  that  such  an  ex- 
pense is  incident  to  capital  itself  when  seeking  investments,  and 
whatever  expense  is  necessary  to  procure  or  to  find  an  outlet 
for  capital  should  be  borne  by  the  investor,  not  by  the  public. 
Elimination  of  promotional  expense  naturally,  and  possibly 
properly,  results  in  a  lowering  of  the  net  rate  of  return  by  what- 
ever cost  is  incident  to  the  creation  of  the  opportunity  for  the 
investment.  This  theory  must  have  been  in  the  mind  of  the 
court,  in  the  case  of  Cedar  Rapids  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Cedar  Rapids, 
144  Iowa,  426,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1025,  138  Am.  St  Rep.  299, 
120  N.  W.  966,  when  it  said:  "Nothing  can  be  allowed  for 
promotion  and  organization  of  the  company," 

In  the  case  at  bar,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  an  advance  allow- 
ance to  cover  preliminary  and  promotional  expenses,  amounting 
to  2  per  cent,  is  fair,  just,  and  equitable,  both  to  the  petitioner 
and  to  future  prospective  consumers. 

(f )  Total  Overhead  Expenses. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  its  affirmation  of 
the  findings  of  a  special  master  in  the  Des  Moines  Gas  Case, 
has  intimated  the  nature  of  overhead  charges  which  should  be 
given  consideration.  Mr.  Justice  Day,  in  this  case,  quotes  the 
master  as  follows,  to  wit: 

"Were  the  city  of  Des  Moines  without  such  a  plant,  and 
such  a  one  as  the  complainant  now  owns  was  proposed,  it  would 
be  found  that  much  more  than  the  mere  cost  of  labor  and  material 
would  be  expended.  Such  expenditures  are  termed  ^overhead 
charges'  and  are  as  follows : 
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"1.  Time  and  money  expended  in  the  promotion  of  the  enter- 
prise, in  the  organization  of  the  company  and  interesting  capital 
therein,  including,  also,  l^al  expenses,  obtaining  the  necessary 
franchise,  as  well  as  the  cost  of  incorporating  the  company. 

"2.  Then  a  competent  engineer  must  be  employed  to  prepare 
the  plans  and  specifications  for  the  plant,  and  make  the  necessary 
surveys,  and,  when  the  work  is  begun,  to  superintend  the  con- 
struction thereof,  and  see  that  it  is  done  properly  and  according 
to  plans  and  specifications.  The  successful  operation  of  the  plant 
depends  lai^gely  upon  its  proper  construction. 

"3.  Then  losses  arising  from  accidents  and  injuries  to  work 
men,  as  well  as  the  material  during  its  construction,  which  is 
such  an  amount  as  the  cost  of  insuring  against  such  losses, 
which  is  between  1  and  2  per  cent. 

"4.  Contingencies  are  such  expenditures  as  arise  from  the 
lack  of  foresight  and  care  in  preparing  the  plans  and  specifica- 
tions. No  matter  how  careful  the  engineer  may  prepare  them, 
such  expenditures  invariably  arise.  Mr.  Alvord  testified  that  his 
allowance  therefore  would  depend  very  much  upon  his  knowledge 
of  tbe  engineer  who  prepared  them,  but  that  no  matter  who 
prepared  them,  they  would  invariably  occur,  and  an  allowance 
should  be  made  therefor.  The  careful  and  thorough  inventory 
in  this  case  reduces  very  greatly  the  allowance  therefor. 

^*5.  The  cost  of  administration,  which  includes  the  time  and 
money  expended  by  the  parties  who  are  engaged  in  the  enter- 
prise, purchasing  the  material,  procuring  the  money  for  their 
payment  as  needed,  and  generally  superintending  the  entire 
enterprise  during  the  construction  of  the  plant. 

"6.  It  is  estimated  that  it  would  take  three  years  to  complete 
the  plant  in  question,  and  that  at  least  one  half  the  time  and 
money  invested  therein  would  give  no  return,  and  that  a  loss  of 
interest  would  result  therefrom,  and  that  such  loss  would  be 
included  in  the  overhead  charges. 

"7.  Taxes  during  construction. 

"The  latter  is  regarded  by  me  as  very  questionable.    It  is,  in 

a  certain  sense,  making  taxes  an  asset,  rather  than  a  liability, 

and  the  amount  is  so  vague  and  uncertain  that  it  has  been  given 

very   little  consideration   and   weight   in   fixing   the   overhead 

charges.     Either  the  money  or  the  property  should  pay  taxes. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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^'It  must  be  borne  in  mmd  that  these  expenditures  are  all 
made  during  the  promotion  and  construction  of  the  plant,  and 
are  necessarily  a  part  of  the  cost  thereof.  No  overhead  charges 
that  do  not  inhere  in,  and  add  to  the  cost  thereof,  should  be 
allowed  as  a  part  of  its  physical  value."  (P.U,K.1915D,  586, 
587.) 

Among  the  valuations  filed  with  this  Commission  in  behalf  of 
various  utilities,  I  find  the  amounts  claimed  for  all  so-called 
"overhead  charges,"  on  a  reproduction  cost  new  basis,  excluding 
interest  during  construction  and  preliminary  and  promotional 
charges,  are  in  percentages,  as  follows : 

I^ke  Forest  Water  Company,  at  Lake  Forest^  appraisal  of  the 
waterworks,  by  Alvord 11.0  % 

Pekin  Waterworks  Company,  at  Pekin,  appraisal  of  waterworks, 
by  AlTord 11.0  % 

Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Company,  at  Lincoln,  appraisal  of  combined 
electric  and  water  systems,  by  Maury 12.5  % 

Lincoln  Water  &  Li^t  Company^  at  Lincoln,  appraisal  of  electric 
plant,  by  Sloan  7.35% 

Quincy  Gas,  Electric,  h  Heating  Company,  at  Quincy,  appraisal  of 
that  portion  of  the  property  as  is  included  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  gas,  by  Huddle  7.5  % 

Quincy  Gas,  Electric,  &  Heating  Company,  at  Quincy,  appraisal  of 
that  portion  of  the  property  as  is  used  for  the  generation  and 
distribution  of  electricity,  by  Sloan  7.6  % 

The  average  of  the  above  percentages  to  cover  overheads,  exclu- 
sive of  interest  during  construction  and  preliminary  and  promo- 
tional expenses,  is  approximately  9J  per  cent. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that,  in  the  case  at  bar,  a  total  allowance 
to  cover  all  overheads,  exclusive  of  interest  during  construction 
and  promotional  and  preliminary  costs,  of  10  per  cent  based 
upon  the  present  estimated  cost  of  the  physical  construction, 
would  be  just  and  equitable  to  the  petitioner,  and  reasonable 
and  fair  to  the  consumers  of  the  future.  I  am  of  the  further 
opinion  that,  in  consideration  of  the  arguments  advanced  here- 
inabove, the  total  amount  to  be  allowed  for  all  overheads,  includ- 
ing interest  during  construction  and  all  preliminary  and  promo- 
tional charges,  is  as  follows: 

j  All  overheads,  excluaive  of  interest  during  construction  and  preliminary 

j                 and  promotional  costs   10% 

I              Interest  during  construction ^% 

Preliminary  and  promotional  costs  2% 

Total 15% 

In  the  Des  Moines  Gas  Case,  supra,  the  master,  in  making  hia 
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finding,  made  an  allowance  of  16  per  cent  for  all  overhead 
charges,  with  the  exception  of  organization  expenses,  and  for 
organization  expenses  he  made  an  additional  allowance  of  $6,- 
923.  The  present  value  of  the  physical  property  involved  in 
the  Des  Moines  Gas  Case  was  fixed  at  $1,641,148,  to  which  was 
added  the  allowance  for  overheads,  including  all  organization 
expenses,  promotional  expenses,  etc.,  approximately  15.4  per 
cent — in  amount,  $303,177.  The  master^s  finding  afterwards 
found  confirmation  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

In  a  recent  appraisal  prepared  hy  Robert  M.  Feustel,  former- 
ly chief  engineer  of  this  Commission,  for  the  Bay  City  Railway 
Company,  involving  property  in  litigation  before  the  Massa- 
chusetts Public  Service  Commission,  valued  at  approximately 
$40,000,000,  a  claim  is  made  to  cover  total  overhead  chains, 
including  interest  during  construction,  promotional  charges, 
legal  expenses,  etc.,  of  15.8  per  cent  based  on  the  cost  of  repro- 
duction new  theory,  or  12.74  per  cent  based  upon  the  original 
(or  investment)  costs. 

Should  any  doubt  arise  as  to  the  correctness  of  applying  the 
above-noted  percentages,  derived  from  the  valuation  of  experts 
who  follow  the  reproduction  cost  new  theory,  a  consideration  of 
the  meaning  and  intent  of  the  reproduction  theory  undoubtedly 
will  dispel  the  doubt.  Possibly  no  better  conception  of  the  pro- 
cess is  to  be  found  than  that  defined  by  Alvord  in  a  paper  pre- 
sented before  the  American  Society  of  Civil  Engineers,  in  a 
meeting  held  on  November  12,  1914,  to  wit: 

"Let  us  see  what  it  is  that  the  courts  have  asked  us  to  do  when 
we  were  made  to  undertake  the  task  of  reproducing.  Having 
familiarized  ourselves  with  the  existing  property  which  is  to  be 
valued,  we  must  in  imagination,  as  a  prolonged  conceptual 
process,  retrace,  step  by  step,  every  feature  of  the  procedure  that 
would  have  to  be  taken  if  that  property  were  completely  wiped 
out,  and  we  were  responsible  for  the  task  of  entirely  rebuilding 
it  in  a  reasonable  length  of  time  and  in  a  manner  which  is 
humanly  possible.  Should  we  unconsciously  omit  one  important 
step  to  that  rebuilding,  we  will  fail  to  reach  the  full  cost. 
And:  "Mental  endeavor  will  include  the  development  of  the 
project  and  the  preliminary  steps  of  promotion.     This  must 

include  the  necessary  time  and  pains  that  would  naturally  be 
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taken  to  see  that  the  project  is  practical,  the  time  and  attention 
necessary  to  negotiate  the  franchise,  investigate  the  methods  of 
service,  and  estimate  the  preliminary  work.  We  must  at  every 
step  of  the  way  outline  to  ourselves  the  necessary  lengths  of  inter* 
lapsing  time  to  do  all  these  things,  as  well  as  the  amount  of  labor 
to  design,  contract  for,  and  actually  build  each  structure."  (79 
Trans.  A.  S.  C.  E.  144.) 

It  is  quite  apparent  that,  in  adapting  the  theory  of  the  cost 
of  reproduction  new  as  one  line  of  evidence  to  be  presented  to  a 
regulatory  body  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  proper  value 
of  an  existing  utility  property,  the  appraisers  should  ascertain 
and  apply,  step  by  step,  all  items  of  cost  that  necessarily  would 
arise  (or  should  be  properly  considered)  in  the  construction  of 
an  entirely  new  plant,  adequate  in  every  respect  to  supply  tiie 
demands  made  upon  it  for  service,  the  same  as  if  the  plant  under 
appraisement  never  existed.  In  the  case  at  bar,  therefore,  in 
estimating  the  total  cost  of  the  construction  of  a:  projected  plant 
and  system  to  supply  gas  to  the  consumers  in  the  new  territory 
involved,  the  process  of  reasoning  to  determine  all  items  of  cost 
may  be  considered  as  absolutely  comparable  with  the  theory  used 
by  the  aforesaid  expertB  to  determine  the  cost  of  reproduction 
value  of  an  existing  and  going  utility. 

CgX  Working  CapitaL 

The  petitioner,  under  the  head  of  "Working  Capital,'*  sets 
forth  that  there  should  be  made  an  allowance  of  $100,000  to 
cover  the  item.    Petitioner  argues  as  follows: 

"Undoubtedly,  it  will  require  more  than  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars  ($100,000)  at  some  period  of  the  time,  and  tiiis  will  have 
to  be  brought  in  just  about  the  end  of  the  building  period,  and 
will  be  needed  for  somewhere  between  four  and  five  years,  at  the 
end  of  which  time  it  could  probably  be  reduced  to  twenty-five 
thousand  dollars  ($25,000).  This  money  will  be  used  to  buy 
gas  stoves,  lamps,  fixtures,  water  heaters,  and  the  cost  of  piping 
houses  and  extra  supplies.  .  •  ."  (Statement  signed  by  witness 
Copley— April  7,  1915— p.  2.) 

'Whenever  any  part  of  this  money  is  returned  to  the  com- 
pany's treasury,  and  becomes  no  longer  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose for  which  the  capital  is  raised,  it  might  be  used  for  future 
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additions  and  extensions  to  the  property,  as  far  as  it  will  go, 
thus  relieving  the  necessity  of  selling  bonds  for  whatever  amount 
may  be  found  to  be  no  longer  necessary.  This  item  can  be 
covered  in  your  order.  Of  course,  if  there  were  no  extensions, 
it  could  be  used  for  the  retirement  of  bonds/'  (Copley's  state- 
ment, supra,  p.  2.) 

Were  working  capital  to  be  authorized  under  the  explicit  con- 
ditions (1)  that  this  Commission  retains  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter,  (2)  that  the  allowable  working  capital  is  obtained  by 
the  sale  of  stock  at  par  (or  of  bonds  at  a  discount  to  be  author- 
ized by  this  Commission),  (3)  that  such  money  is  turned  into 
the  treasury  of  the  petitioner  to  be  held  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  working  capital,  as  ordinarily  planned,  and  (4)  that,  upon 
the  petitioner  acquiring  its  nonnal  business,  if  the  amount  of 
working  capital  shall  be  found  excessive  or  unnecessary,  the 
excess  be  used  either  in  making  additions  and  betterments  to  the 
plant  (without  such  additions  and  betterments  being  capitalized), 
or  in  retiring  bonds  (with  a  consequential  reduction  in  the  cap- 
ital account),  there  could  be  no  serious  objection  offered  to  this 
allowance  of  $100,000,  if  the  petitioner  believes  it  should  have 
such  an  amount. in  its  treasury  for  working-capital  purposes; 
provided,  however,  that  no  rate  of  return  be  allowed  on  work- 
ing capital  over  and  above  a  sum  which  experience  proves  to  be 
reasonably  needed  by  the  petitioner  in  developing  and  conducting 
its  business.  In  this  particular  instance,  if  the  Commission 
were  to  make  an  allowance  of  $100,000  for  working  capital, 
and  if  this  sum  were  actually  to  be  placed  in  the  treasury  of 
the  petitioner,  and  if  it  developed  further  in  the  actual  carrying 
out  of  the  project  that  $50,000  be  sufiScient  for  developing  and 
conducting  the  business;  then,  in  fixing  reasonable  rates,  this 
Commission  should  properly  allow  a  rate  of  return  upon  the 
active  portion  of  working  capital,  represented  by  a  sum  of  $50,- 
000.  Whatever  loss  may  be  occasioned  to  the  petitioner  in 
carrying  the  excess,  $50,000,  necessarily  would  have  to  be  as- 
sumed by  the  entrepreneurs — not  the  public — unless  the  pe- 
titioner is  able  to  discover  proper  means  of  reinvesting  the 
surplus,  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  this  Commission. 

Many  experts  have  testified  before  this  Commission  in  regard 
to  a  reasonable  measure  for  working  capital.    Edward  W.  Bemis, 
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a  long-time  student  of  public-utility  valuations,  qualifying  as  an 
expert  in  the  case  at  bar,  testified  that  the  petitioner  should 
be  allowed  ample  working  capital  to  provide  for  operating  sup- 
plies such  as  coal  and  oil,  and  renewal  supplies  such  as  meters 
and  pipe,  as  well  as  adequate  cash  to  meet  the  pay  rolls  and  other 
bills  payable  which  accrue  prior  to  the  receipt  of  revenue  from 
gas  consumption.  The  amount  to  be  allowed  for  working  capital, 
Bemis  testified,  was  to  be  diminished  to  a  certain  extent,  for  the 
reason  that  materials  and  supplies  are  usually  purchased  on 
thirty  days'  credit.  A  utility  bills  consumers  every  month  for 
the  gas  sold  during  the  previous  month,  and  offers  a  high  dis- 
count for  prompt  payment,  thus  enabling  the  company  to  secure 
its  collections  within  ten  days  or  two  weeks  after  the  date  of 
billing.  Bemis  considered  that  the  company  should  start  with 
enough  cash  to  carry  the  pay  rolls  for  a  month  and  a  half  or 
two  months,  and  estimated  that,  once  a  utility  were  in  operation, 
it  would  not  require  an  allowance  for  working  capital  of  more 
than  20  or  30  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  consumed, 
based  on  the  sales- — an  average  of  25  cents  per  thousand  cubic 
feet  of  gas  sold.  Assuming  the  petitioner's  claim  of  a  maximum 
of  120,000,000  cubic  feet  of  gas  to  be  the  ultimate  annual  out- 
put, which  would  not  be  reached  for  some  time,  Bemis  estimated 
that  working  capital  properly  should  be  based  on  sales  of  not  to 
exceed  100,000,000  cubic  feet  annually  (which  the  witness 
thought  to  be  excessive).  On  a  basis  of  sales  reaching  100,000,- 
000  cubic  feet  annually,  with  working  capital  estimated  at  25 
cents  per  one  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold,  Bemis  considered 
$25,000  would  be  an  ample  and  liberal  allowance  for  working 
capital. 

In  regard  to  the  petitioner's  claim  that  working  capital  should 
be  sufficient  to  cover  investments  in  gas  stoves  and  other  sales 
appliances,  Bemis  testified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  public  which 
buys  gas  should  not  be  penalized  by  paying,  in  higher  gas  rates, 
a  rate  of  return  upon  the  investment  in  gas  stoves  and  stock 
merchandise;  but,  rather,  a  sufficient  charge  should  be  made 
to  the  purchasers  of  such  appliances  to  cover  all  items  of  cost 
in  carrying  the  special  stock.  Naturally,  the  cost  of  carrying 
sales  merchandise  would  include  the  wholesale  price  of  the  stock, 
the  selling  costs,  the  storage  and  handling  costs,  surcharges  for 
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general  expense,  eta  Semis's  reasoning,  as  regards  merchan- 
dise, I  believe  to  be  sound. 

In  the  case  of  Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  ante^ 
281,  pending  before  this  Commission,  an  allowance  for  working 
capital  including  materials  and  supplies,  was  estimated  by 
the  Commission's  engineering  staff  at  about  26  cents  per 
thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sales.  In  the  same  case,  Brown 
(mentioned  hereinbefore)  on  behalf  of  the  utility  estimated 
working  capital,  including  materials  and  supplies,  to  amount  to 
about  32  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold. 

In  view  of  all  these  facts,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  an  allow- 
ance for  working  capital  of  $25,000  would  be  ample.  As  stated 
heretofore  in  discussing  the  developmental  expenses,  I  believe  that 
the  allowance  of  capital  for  developing  expenses  and  working 
capital  could  very  well  be  combined.  The  amount  required  for 
either,  at  this  time,  cannot  be  determined  accurately,  and  the 
actual  amount  needed  may  be  more  or  may  be  less  than  $25,000 
apiece.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  a  present  allowance  of  $50,000 
to  cover  both  working  capital  and  development  expenses  would  be 
ample  and  adequate,  without  injury  to  the  petitioner,  and  without 
injustice  to  the  consumer.  If  it  developed  in  the  future  that  $50,- 
000  was  an  insufficient  amount,  and  that  additional  working 
capital  is  needed  in  the  business,  the  petitioner,  without  any  par^ 
ticular  hardship,  could  come  before  the  Commission  and  make 
a  showing  for  more  capital  by  establishing  the  purposes  which 
make  additional  funds  necessary.  Upon  proper  showing,  the 
Commission  would  hardly  be  adverse  to  granting  authority  for 
the  issuance  of  more  securities ;  or,  if  perhaps  it  should  develop 
that  additional  working  capital  would  be  required  only  tempo- 
rarily for  a  few  months,  the  necessary  funds  could  be  raised  by 
the  issuance  of  shorthterm  notes,  as  provided  by  statute. 

(h)  Discount  on  Bonds. 

The  petitioner  asks  an  allowance  of  some  20  per  cent  of  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  tangible  property  be  set  aside  to  cover  dis- 
count on  bonds,  and  asks  that  this  discount  be  included  as  a  part 
of  the  capital  account,  to  be  considered  at  a  later  date  as  entering 
into  the  value  of  the  property,  once  the  gas  system  is  earning 

sufficient  earnings  to  justify  such  a  value. 
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It  has  been  the  rule  of  this  Commission,  from  the  date  of  its 
oi^anization  to  the  present  time,  to  permit  bonds  to  be  sold  at  a 
reasonable  discount  (the  amount  of  the  discount  to  be  determined 
upon  the  conditions  of  the  market  at  the  time  of  the  inquiry) ; 
but  in  no  instance  has  the  issuance  of  bonds  for  capital  purposes, 
either  in  the  construction  of  an  entirely  new  plant  or  for  addi- 
tions and  betterments  to  property,  been  permitted  by  this  Com- 
mission, in  which  the  discount  has  been  allowed  to  become  a  part 
of  the  capital  account  It  has  been  the  invariable  practice  of 
this  Commission  to  order  all  bond  discounts  to  be  amortized  in 
equal  annual  instalments  during  the  life  of  the  bonds.  I  believe 
it  will  be  found,  upon  investigation,  that  this  treatment  of  bond 
discounts  is  the  universal  practice  of  other  state  public-service 
commissions, — a  practice  which  I  believe  to  be  sound,  both  in 
theory  and  in  economics.  Bond  discounts  are  but  another  way 
of  expressing  rate  of  interest. 

The  California  Commission  (Loveland,  Commissioner)  voices 
the  attitude  of  regulatory  bodies  toward  bond  discounts,  in  the 
case  Ee  Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.  P.U.R.1916E,  209,  as  fol- 
lows, to  wit:  "The  item  'amortization  of  bond  discount, 
$284.90,'  has  no  place  in  an  operating  expense  statement,  inas- 
much as  it  is  essentially  a  part  of  the  cost  of  obtaining  money  to 
be  considered  and  provided  for,  when  proper,  in  the  rate  of 
return  which  is  allowed." 

For  example,  a  4  per  cent  bond  might  sell  at  25  per  cent  dis- 
count; a  6  per  cent  bond  might  sell  at  a  15  per  cent  discount; 
a  6  per  cent  bond  might  sell  at  a  5  per  cent  discount;  and  a  6| 
per  cent  bond  might  sell  at  par.  Bonds  which  run  for  ten  years 
command  a  very  different  discount  from  comparable  issues  which 
may  run  for  fifty  years.  I  believe  it  is  conceded  by  all,  that 
utilities,  in  issuing  bonds,  possess  the  right  to  determine  what, 
in  their  judgment,  is  the  interest  rate  which  the  bonds  should 
bear.  In  other  words,  the  companies  have  a  right  to  exercise 
judgment  as  to  what  rate  of  interest  will  net  the  best  results 
from  a  financial  point  of  view  to  the  company.  Inasmudi  as  the 
amount  of  discount  varies  with  the  interest  rate,  the  capitaliza- 
tion in  any  instance,  if  the  principle  of  capitalizing  discounts 
were  recognized,  would  then  be  a  matter  resting  entirely  with 
a  utility  or  with  the  parly  issuing  the  bonds*    The  less  the  intdr- 
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est  rate^  the  greater  the  rate  of  discount  Ordinarily  a  bond, 
bearing  a  low  interest  rate,  when  sold  at  a  large  discount^  creates 
a  greater  burden  upon  the  consumer  than  a  bond  sold  at  par 
at  a  higher  interest  rate.  A  condition  of  affairs,  wherein  the 
amount  chargeable  to  capital  account  is  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  a  utility  undoubtedly  would  defeat  the  purpose  of  the  law, 
and  therefore  cannot  be  countenanced  under  any  theory  of 
regulation. 

Should  a  study  be  made  of  the  findings  of  the  various  state 
commissions  in  rate-making  proceedings,  it  will  be  discovered 
that  the  Commissions,  in  determining  a  reasonable  rate  of  return, 
have  taken  into  consideration  the  interest  rate  which  should  be 
allowed  in  order  that  bonds  may  be  sold  to  net  part  to  the  com- 
pany, and  have  considered  bond  discounts  as  an  interest  rate  in 
another  form. 

The  carriers'  brief  supra,  filed  in  behalf  of  the  railroad  com- 
panies before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  the  matter 
of  the  Federal  valuation  of  all  railroads,  discusses  somewhat  the 
relation  which  bond  discount  bears  to  bond  interest  and  to  rate 
of  return,  to  wit :  "The  rate  of  return  should,  of  course,  cover  the 
element  of  discount,  for  discount  is  simply  a  method  of  equalizing 
interest." 

Although  permitting  bonds  to  be  sold  at  discoimts  conformable 
to,  and  to  a  certain  extent  fixed  by,  the  interest  rate,  determined 
upon  by  the  various  individual  applicants,  this  Conmussion,  in 
its  decisions  to  date,  has  adhered  to  the  principle  that  stock  must 
be  sold  only  at  par,  either  for  money  or  for  its  equivalent  in 
property.  In  applying  this  same  principle  to  security  issues  for 
a  new  enterprise  (the  case  at  bar  for  instance),  it  necessarily  will 
follow:  (1)  That  all  stock  authorised  by  the  Commission  must 
be  sold  for  cash  at  par,  or  its  equivalent  in  property;  (2)  that 
all  bonds  must  be  sold  at  a  price  not  less  than  the  minimum 
authorized  by  this  Commission;  and  (3)  that  all  bond  discount 
must  be  amortized,  in  equal  annual  instalments,  over  the  life 
of  the  bonds.  Obviously  it  would  follow  that  the  total  outstand- 
ing issue  of  any  securities  which  may  be  authorized  by  this  Com- 
mission for  the  construction  of  a  new  property,  less  the  amount 
allowed  for  bond  discounts  (to  be  amortized),  would  represent 
the  fair  value  of  the  property;  and  this  should  be  so,  both  from 
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the  point  of  view  of  investment  and  frona  the  point  of  view  of 
determining  fair  and  equitable  rate. 

(i)  Stock  Bonus. 

The  petitioner  in  this  case  states  in  its  application,  to  wit: 
"That  it  has  been  the  history  of  public  utility  enterprises  for 
the  past  fifteen  years,  that  to  capitalize  such  utilities  as  your  peti* 
tioner  contemplates  erecting  and  dispose  of  its  stock  and  bonds  to 
raise  suflBcient  funds  to  construct  plants  and  operate  for  the  first 
years  of  existence,  it  has  been  necessary  to  sell  stock  and  bonds  in 
equal  amounts  for  the  par  value  of  the  bonds,  or  to  sell  same,  that 
shares  of  stock  and  an  equal  amount  in  bonds  shall  be  sold  to- 
gether for  the  par  value  of  either."  (Section  11  of  Application.) 
I  quite  agree  with  the  petitioner  in  admitting  that  such  has  been 
the  past  practice  of  utilities  in  this  state.  Illinois,  in  the  past, 
has  been  noteworthy  for  such  practices.  But  I  am  not  agreeable 
to  admitting  that  similar  practices  should  prevail  in  the  futura 
The  legislature,  in  enacting  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  law, 
undoubtedly  intended  to  throw  the  burden  of  determining  proper 
security  issues  upon  this  Commission.  Authority  granting  this 
Commission  supervision  over  the  issuance  of  stocks  and  bonds 
was  del^ated  for  the  double  purpose  of  prohibiting  pernioious 
practices  and  of  assuring  the  public  that  an  issuance  of  securities, 
when  bearing  the  stamp  of  this  Commission's  approval,  should 
fairly  represent  the  true  value  of  the  investment  In  the  actual 
working  out  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commiseion  law,  or  in  the 
application  of  the  same,  should  it  finally  be  determined  that,  in 
order  to  induce  capital  to  invest  in  new  utility  enterprises  in 
this  state,  a  stock  bonus  equal  in  par  value  to  the  par  value  of 
the  bonds  should  be  donated  to  each  and  every  investor  who 
purchases  bonds  in  the  new  enterprise,  then  the  present  law 
should  be  amended  to  provide  that  no  supervision  whatever  hjc 
exercised  over  the  issues  of  stock. 

I  do  not  contend  that  the  approval  and  authorization  of  this 
Commission  for  a  public  utility  to  issue  stocks  or  bonds  should  be 
regarded  by  the  public  as  necessarily  indicating  a  good  investr 
ment ;  but  I  do  believe  the  act  itself  contemplated  that  the  Com- 
mission, in  the  exercise  of  its  duties,  shall  see  that  a  utility  ob- 
serves enlightened  principles,  especially  in  regard  to  stock  issues. 
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In  the  creation  of  a  new  utility,  under  authority  of  this  Commit 
sion,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  enterprise  should  be  so  organ- 
ized and  financed  that  the  investors  receive  an  adequate  return 
for  the  stock  vjrhich  is  issued.  And  I  further  believe  it  to  be  the 
plain  duty  of  this  Commission  to  be  assured  that  the  project  is 
surrounded  by  all  reasonable  safeguards,  and  to  see  that  the  en- 
terprise is  carried  forward  and  constructed  honestly  and  along 
approved  lines.    Beyond  this,  the  Commission  cannot  ga 

(j)  Vommission  Supervision  over  Issues  of  Securities. 

It  may  be  contended  that,  under  the  act  creating  the  State 
Public  Utilities  Commiasion  of  Illinois,  any  value  determined 
upon  for  the  purpose  of  the  approval  of  the  issue  of  stocks  and 
bonds  for  capitalization  will  not  repres^it  necessarily  a  reason- 
able value  of  the  property  for  purposes  of  rate  making.  It  is 
my  opinion  that,  under  the  law,  the  total  par  value  of  the  securi- 
ties should  not  be  materially  greater  than  the  total  value  of  the 
plant  as  a  going  concern.  It  already  has  developed  in  rate- 
making  cases  before  this  Commission  that,  if  the  outstanding 
stock  and  bond  issue  exceeds  the  total  value  of  the  property  as 
a  going  concern,  great  pressure  and  stress  are  brought  to  bear  on 
the  Commission,  at  hearings  of  the  cases,  on  the  part  of  the 
utilities,  seeking  pretexts  for  the  Commission  to  find  values 
equal  at  least  to  the  outstanding  securities*  It  usually  is  claimed 
that  a  reasonable  supposition  is  that  the  par  value  of  the  outstand- 
ing securities  represents  the  total  investment  in  the  plant  to  date, 
and  that  these  securities  should  be  protected  by  the  Commission 
by  finding  the  par  value  of  the  securities  to  be  the  proper  value 
upon  which  to  base  fair  and  equitable  rates.  The  claim  is  made 
further  that,  if  the  Commission  finds  a  value  lower  than  par  of 
the  securities,  the  utilities  will  be  unable  to  finance  future  securi- 
ties in  the  market  whenever  additional  funds  must  be  raised  for 
the  making  of  betterments,  additions,  extensions,  and  improve- 
ments to  the  existing  properties. 

Other  commissions  likewise  have  struggled  with  the  question  of 
recognizing  the  par  value  of  securities  as  equivalent  to  the  value 
of  public-utility  property.  Perhaps  the  dissenting  opinion  of 
Commissioner  Hall  of  the  Nebraska  State  BaUway  Commission 
in  the  case  Re  People's  Teleph.  Co.  P.U.R1915D,  171,  is  typ- 
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ical.  The  Commissioner  says:  "Stock,  bonds,  and  all  other 
evidence  of  indebtedness  were  issued  and  floated  upon  the  market 
without  restriction,  and  the  purchasers  of  those  securities  have 
always  been  and  are  now  knocking  at  the  doors  of  this  Commis- 
sion, praying  for  rates  to  be  made  that  will  create  a  net  surplus, 
after  all  operating  expenses  have  been  defrayed,  that  will  pay 
fixed  charges  and  dividends  on  such  securities."  And :  "It  logic- 
ally follows,  that  the  amount  of  outstanding  liabilities  authorized 
to  be  issued  by  the  Commission  should  approximately  equal  the 
cost  of  the  assets  that  are  reasonable  and  necessary  for  the  corpo- 
ration in  its  public  service.'^     (P.U.R1915D,  173.) 

In  the  ease  at  bar,  the  petitioner  virtually  asks  that  the  Com- 
mission's finding  of  the  value  of  the  gas  property  when  con- 
structed be  equal  to  more  than  twice  its  estimated  cost.  This 
fictitious  value  the  petitioner  desires  permission  to  capitalize 
solely  on  the  grounds  that  probable  (by  no  means  certain)  future 
earnings  will  be  of  ample  magnitude  to  pay  interest  on  the  bonds 
and  dividends  on  the  stock.  Such  being  the  case,  the  petitioner 
trusts  that  the  stocks  and  bonds,  which  may  be  authorized  by  this 
Commission  to  be  issued,  may  in  the  future  have  a  market  value 
equal  to  par.  This  theory  of  business  promotion,  in  sundry  vari- 
ations, has  been  at  the  root  of  nearly  every  famous  exposure  of 
stock  watering.  Past  misuse  of  public  confidence  is  fundament- 
ally the  cause  of  legislative  action  creating  Federal  and  state 
regulatory  bodies.  On  this  phase  of  the  question,  Commissioner 
HalPs  opinion  (supra)  is  also  illuminating,  to  wit:  "Stock  and 
bond  issues  in  excess  of  the  amount  of  money  that  has  been 
invested,  that  became  outstanding  liabilities  prior  to  the  creation 
of  the  Commission,  is  one  thing  which  state  and  Federal  Commis^ 
sions  are  and  will  be  compelled  to  disregard;  but  outstanding 
liabilities  that  have  been  approved  and  authorized  by  the  state  is 
another,  and  when  the  purchaser  has  invested  his  money  in  se- 
curities upon  which  the  stamp  and  seal  of  the  state  has  been 
placed,  he  has  a  right  to  expect  that  the  utility  will  be  granted 
a  rate  as  high  as  'the  trafiic  will  bear,'  until  tiie  net  surplus  is 
sufficient  to  take  care  of  all  fixed  charges  on  bonds  and  preferred 
stock,  and  then  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  conmion  stock  that 
has  been  authorized  by  the  Conmiission."  (P.IJ.B.191SD, 
173.) 

P.U.R.1916C.  47 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


738  ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

To  use  other  words,  it  is  the  desire  of  the  petitioner  herein  that, 
whatever  amouiit  of  stocks  and  bonds  may  be  authorized,  the 
amount  so  authorized  shall  be  taken  as  the  value  of  the  plant  after 
it  shall  have  been  constructed  and  in  successful  operation.  This 
aspect  of  the  situation,  from  my  point  of  view,  is  dangerous  in 
that  this  Commission,  in  a  future  rate  case,  undoubtedly  would 
have  to  take  some  judicial  notice  of  past  findings  of  utility  valu- 
ation made  for  purposes  of  issuing  securities.  I  am  inclined  to  the 
opinion  that  a  value  found  for  one  purpose  (security  issues,  for 
instance)  should  not  be  essentially  irreconcilable  to  a  value  found 
for  another  purpose  (rate-asking,  for  example).  Commissioner 
Hall,  in  his  opinion  (supra)  has  recognized  that  indiBcriminate 
authorization  of  securities,  not  backed  by  tangible  values,  is 
fraught  with  danger,  for  he  says: 

''Mr.  Justice  Collin,  in  writing  the  opinion  [Be  Delaware  & 
Hudson  Co.  1  P.  S.  C.  R  (2d  Dist.)  392],  said:  The  law  was 
enacted  in  response  to  a  pronounced  and  insistent  public  opinion, 
and  was  a  radical  and  important  modification  of  the  relations 
and  policy  of  the  public  toward  the  corporations  which  are  its 
subjects.  Its  paramount  purpose  was  to  protect  and  enforce  the 
rights  of  the  public  It  made  the  Commissions  the  guardians^ 
of  the  people  by  enabling  them  to  prevent  the  issue  of  stock  and 
bonds  for  other  than  statutory  purposes  or  in  appreciable  and 
unfair  excess  of  the  value  of  the  assets  securing  them.' 

"We  have  under  consideration  three  questions  which  are  fun- 
damental :  First,  the  protection  of  the  public  in  making  invest- 
ments in  public  utility  securities ;  second,  rates  to  be  paid  by  the 
public ;  and,  third,  the  sale  of  service  which  is  the  purpose  of  the 
utility,  tod  in  considering  service  it  is  necessary  to  consider 
plant  facilities.'*     (P.U.R.1915D,  174.) 

The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  has  also  recog- 
nized the  principle  that  approval  of  a  value  for  security  issuance 
is  to  be  duly  considered  as  evidence  of  investment,  for  it  offers 
the  recent  (pinion.  Re  Blue  Hill  Street  R.  Co.  P.TJ.R1916E, 
381 :  "The  approval  of  these  issues  by  the  Board,  coupled  with 
its  approval  of  the  terms  of  the  Milton  purchase,  must  therefore 
be  regarded  as  conclusive  evidence,  so  far  as  the  commonwealth 
and  this  Commission  are  concerned,  that  the  stocks  and  bonds  so 
issued  represented  legitimate  investment,  not  excessive  for  the 
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pnrpoee,  and  a  strong  presumptive  evidence  that  the  investment 
was  'prudently  jnade  within  the  meaning  of  the  rule  laid  down 
in  the  Middlesex  &  Boston  Kate  Case.''  2  Mass.  P.  S.  0.  R  105. 
This  Commission,  acting  under  the  present  law  in  the  case  at 
bar,  I  believe,  necessarily  must  consider  the  protection  of  the 
public  in  making  investments,  the  rates  to  be  paid  by  the  public, 
and  the  sale  of  the  service  to  the  public.  The  Commission  cannot 
escape  taking  cognizance  of  the  effects  and  results  of  approving 
what  in  my  opinion  is  an  overcapitalization  of  the  new  project. 

•  (k)  Inducing  Capital  to  Invest  in  Public  Utilities. 

The  contention  frequently  is  made  that,  in  order  to  induce 
capital  to  invest  in  new  enterprises  in  this  state,  a  very  liberal  al- 
lowance should  be  made  to  cover  preliminary  cost,  as  well  as  the 
costs  of  promoting  the  company.  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  as* 
sume  that  capital,  when  seeking  investment,  inquires  into  (1) 
the  inherent  risk  involved,  and  (2)  the  rate  of  return  that  rea- 
sonably may  be  expected.  Under  the  present  laws  of  this  state, 
a  public  utility  may  be  regarded. as  a  regulated  monopoly,  and, 
as  long  as  it  furnishes  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates,  it  is 
free  from  competition.  As  a  regulated  monopoly,  a  public  utility 
when  well  conceived  and  well  managed,  is  an  exceptionally  stable 
investment  On  the  other  hand,  capital  invested  in  other  corpo- 
rate industries  of  this  state  must  assume  all  inherent  risks,  in 
addition  to  the  risks  that  arise  from  competition.  Under  the 
present  statute,  any  utility  is  entitled  to  a  fair  rate  of  return 
upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property,  practically  free  from  compe- 
tition. It  follows  from  these  facts,  that  investments  in  public- 
utility  securities  in  this  state  are  not  subjected  to  the  inherent 
risk  which  befalls  capital  invested  in  the  industries  in  which  the 
certainty  of  the  fair  rate  of  return  is  not  practically  assured. 

In  a  pamphlet  issued  by  the  Harris  Trust  &  Savings  Bank 
during  1915,  entitled  *^hy  Bonds  Are  Safe  Investment,"  rec- 
ommending to  the  public  the  purchase  of  public-service  corpora- 
tion bonds,  and  made  a  part  of  a  record  before  this  Commission, 
in  the  case  of  Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  ante,  281, 
the  following  statement  appears?  "As  already  mentioned,  Mr. 
Harris's  experience  in  selecting  investments  for  the  surplus 
funds  of  the  large  insurance  company  was  of  great  value.    Fronx 
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that  experience  he  decided  that  bonds  embodied  the  most  impor- 
tant characteristics  of  an  ideal  investment  in  a  high  degree,  and 
as  a  result  this  institution  deals  only  in  these  classes  of  securities : 
(1)  Government  and  municipal  bonds;  (2)  railroad  bonds;  (3) 
public  service  corporation  bonds."     (page  the  sixteenth.) 

It  further  appears  in  this  pamphlet,  under  the  heading  of 
"Corporation  Bonds:"  "Public  service  corporation  bonds  are 
chiefly  characterized  by  the  fact  that  they  are  issued  by  corpo- 
rations which  render  some  much  needed  service  to  a  community, 
and  operate  under  a  special  grant  or  franchise  from  a  city,  town, 
state,  or  similar  division  of  government.  Water,  gas,  electric 
light,  heat  and  power,  street  railway,  and  telephone  service  are 
among  such  public  utilities.  Bonds  issued  by  companies  of  this 
character  in  well-established  communities  have  an  exceptionally 
good  record  for  safety,  for  even  in  periods  of  general  business 
depression,  the  company's  earnings  maintain  a  high  level  be- 
cause the  service  supplied  is  necessary  to  the  community  served." 
(page  the  nineteenth.) 

It  further  appears  in  this  pamphlet,  imder  a  heading  of  "Re- 
quirements of  Safety:" 

"We  have  seen,  now,  that  when  a  successful  man  wishes  to 
avoid  risk  he  has  in  mind  three  important  requisites  of  any  in- 
vestment he  may  choose, — 

"Security,  or  the  safety  of  the  principal  invested. 

"Ready  convertibility  into  cash  in  case  a  change  of  investment 
be  desired,  or  ready  money  needed. 

"As  high  a  rates  of  interest  as  can  be  obtained  without  sacrifi- 
cing either  steadiness  of  income  or  safety  of  principal."  (page 
the  nineteenth.) 

An  investor  in  utility  securities,  under  state  regulation,  has  a 
right  to  expect  a  fair  and  reasonable  rate  of  return  to  be  allowed 
upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  for  and  useful  to  the 
public,  or  upon  the  amount  reasonably  invested  under  reasonable 
supervision.  The  final  test  in  any  community  or  locality  as  to 
what  constitutes  a  fair  rate  of  return  is  fixed  economically  by 
that  rate  which  will  induce  capital  to  invest,  taking  into  consider- 
ation all  the  elements  of  risk  involved.  Therefore,  I  believe,  as 
a  matter  of  fundamental  economic  science,  that  whatever  in- 
ducement is  necessary  to  offer  capital  to  invest  in  public  utilities 
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and  to  promote  and  enlarge  such  utilities  in  the  state  of  Illinois, 
ahottld  be  taken  care  of  by  this  Commission  when  it  comes  to 
consider  the  rate  of  return  to  be  allowed  upon  capital  honestly 
and  prudently  invested — not  upon  some  claim  for  a  ficticious 
'^oing  value"  or  for  an  unusual  allowance  to  cover  the  promotion 
of  an  enterprise.  Promotional  expenses,  if  allowed,  should  be 
baaed  primarily  upon  the  actual  expenses  that  are  to  be  incurred 
in  securing  franchise  rights  and  in  doing  the  actual  necessary 
preliminary  work  which  always  occurs  with  the  inception  of  a 
new  enterprise.  Such  promotional  cost  should  not  be  based  upon 
mere  conjecture,  but  should  be  based  upon  what  actually  occurs. 
Assume  for  the  minute  that  this  Commission  should  allow  an 
issue  of  stocks  and  bonds  which  largely  exceeds  the  tangible  value 
of  the  property,  or  the  actual  cost  of  constructing  the  physical 
plant,  in  addition  to  the  necessary  overhead  charges,  t.  e.,  the  par 
value  of  the  securities  would  greatly  exceed  the  value  that  might 
be  determined  in  any  rate*making  proceeding.  The  result  of  such 
an  issuanoe,  whenever  it  should  become  known  to  the  public  that 
the  par  value  of  outstanding  securities  was  greatly  in  excess  of 
the  tangible  value,  would  be  to  curtail  the  sale  of  the  securities, 
and  to  impair  greatly  the  market-value  of  the  same.  A  utility 
would  have  great  difficulty  in  raising  funds  for  the  issuance  of 
further  securities  in  order  to  make  necessary  additions,  exten- 
sions, and  improvements  to  its  plant.  The  company  would  be 
overburdened  by  excessive  interest  charges,  far  beyond  what  the 
company  could  earn  under  reasonable  rates  of  charge  for  service 
rendered.  The  service"  would  be  impaired,  the  public  would 
grow  dissatisfied,  and  the  utility  would  not  be  able  to  meet  its 
obligations.  The  final  result — receivership.  The  stamp  of  ap- 
proval, "Authorized  by  the  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
Illinois,''  as  printed  upon  the  face  of  such  securities  as  are  ap- 
proved by  this  Commission,  in  my  opinion,  should  never  be  per- 
mitted to  cover  anything  but  tangible  values. 

(1)  Conchision. 

In  treating  the  subject  of  capitalization,  in  order  that  there 
may  be  a  proper  and  legal  amount  for  the  Commission  to  allow 
for  the  coustruction  of  an  entirely  new  utility  project,  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  and  as  set  forth  in  the  pres- 
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ent  State  Public  Utilities  law,  I  believe  that  mature  considera- 
tion must  be  given  to  the  question  of  possible  oveiK^apitalization* 
Over-capitalization,  which,  during  past  years,  has  become  an  ac- 
complished fact  in  the  absence  of  state  regulation  effected  through 
administrative  bodies  such  as  this  Commission,  and  which,  with- 
out color  of  statutory  right,  has  been  both  extensively  practised 
and  passively  tolerated,  is  one  thing;  over-capitalization  existing 
by  authority  and  approval  of  this  Commission  is  decidedly  an- 
other matter.  I  am  very  strongly  of  the  opinion  that,  in  any  final 
determination,  this  Commission  ,will  be  bound  to  allow  a  suffi- 
cient rate  of  return  to  pay  a  fair  interest  upon  the  total  amount 
of  the  capitalization,  less  such  portion  of  the  bond  issue  as  is 
ordered  to  be  amortized. 

As  to  the  amounts  authorized  by  a  majority  of  the  Commission 
in  a  well-considered  order  entered  in  this  case,  I  concur  in  most 
of  the  findings.  In  the  foregoing  discussion,  I  have  enlarged 
upon  many  items  in  which  the  entire  Commission  is  of  unanimous 
belief.  I  concur  in  the  finding  of  an  ameunt  of  $443,000  to 
cover  the  acquisition  of  property  and  the  cost  of  labor  and  ma- 
terial for  the  construction  of  the  projected  gas  plant  and  system. 
In  the  finding  of  an  amount  of  $67,928,  which  is  15  per  cent  of 
the  physical  cost  of  the  plant  to  cover  engineering,  superin- 
tendence, omissions,  interest  during  construction,  legal  expen- 
ses, etc.  (commonly  knovm  as  "overheads^^),  I  also  concur. 
As  to  the  finding  of  an  amount  of  $50,000  for  working 
capital,  I  concur  in  this,  if  the  $50,000  so  allowed  is  to 
cover  both  working  capital  and  developnient  expenses  in  full.  I 
dissent,  however,  in  a  single  particular — an  amount  of  $38,372, 
which  is  7i  per  cent  of  the  physical  cost  of  the  plant,  to  cover  or- 
ganizational, promotional,  and  financial  expenses  of  larger  mag- 
nitude than  I  think  is  warranted  in  the  premises.  In  my  opin- 
ion, such  promotional  expenditures  as  reasonably  may  be  war- 
ranted are  already  included  in  the  items  in  which  I  have  con- 
curred. I  am  convinced  that  this  7^  per  cent  does  not,  and  would 
not,  represent  any  actual  outlay  upon  the  part  of  the  petitioner, 
in  so  far  as  this  application  is  concerned,  and,  would  be  purely 
conjectural. 

Again  I  reiterate  that,  in  my  judgment,  a  total  allowance  of 
15  per  cent,  based  upon  the  actual  cost  for  labor  and  materials 
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used  in  the  construction  of  the  physical  plant,  is  sufficient  and 
adequate  to  cover  all  overheads,  including  interest  during  con- 
stniction,  as  well  as  preliminary  and  promotional  costs. 

I  am  of  the  present  belief,  furthermore,  that  the  ultimate 
capitalization,  as  finally  approved  by  this  Commission,  should  be 
based  upon  the  actual  cost.  What  the  Commission  should  au- 
thorize at  this  time  is  the  issuance  of  sufficient  capital  securities 
by  the  petitioner  to  construct  the  gas  plant  and  to  start  the  opera- 
tion of  the  system.  As  closely  as  possible,  the  initial  capitaliza- 
tion should  reflect,  as  nearly  as  can  be  estimated  and  determined 
at  this  time,  the  cost  of  the  propected  plant  and  systeoL  Ulti- 
mately, however,  as  a  matter  of  proper  protection  to  the  petition- 
er, the  investor,  and  the  public,  the  Commission  should  review 
this  matter  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  all  facts  relating  to  the 
exact  expenditures,  as  reflected  by  the  petitioner's  books  and  ac- 
counts. Surely  petitioner  will  not  contend  that  this  Commission 
is  unduly  exacting,  merely  because  it  desires  to  await  a  time 
when  approval  of  security  issues  can  be  shown  to  be  reasonably 
warranted.  Should  it  be  found,  in  the  future,  that  additional 
capital  ought  to  be  authorized  in  order  to  do  justice  either  to  the 
petitioner  or  to  the  public^  the  same  could  be  determined  at  any 
time  and  without  delay,  provided  proper  showing  is  made.  The 
disposition  of  the  liabilities  could  well  be  decided  at  such  a  future 
date,  and  the  amounts  charged  either  to  capital  account,  to  an 
amortization  fund,  or  to  a  short-term  loan. 

For  the  reasons  given  hereinabove,  I  dissent  from  the  majority 
finding  of  $38,372  to  cover  organizational,  promotional,  and 
financial  expenses.    Otherwise,  I  concur  in  all  findings. 

Walter  A.  Shaw,  Commissioner. 

Yates,  Commissioner,  also  dissents. 

Note. — Security  issues. 

The  Illinois  Commission  authorized  the  issue  and  sale  of  securi- 
ties for  purposes  substantially  similar  to  those  specified  in  Re  South- 
BRX  Illinois  Qas  Co.  ante,  704,  in  the  following  cases : 

Re  Peoria,  C.  &  G.  R.  Co.  No.  2558,  Jan.  13,  1916,  order  direct- 
ing  that  all  but  $62,000  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  petitioner,  there- 
tofore issued  without  authority,  be  canceled  and  surrendered,  and 
that  thereupon  the  company  be  authorized  to  issue  $455,800  capital 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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stock  at  par,  and  to  apply  $213^000  of  the  proceeds  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  a  right  of  way ;  $145,000  thereof  to  pay  $1,420,000  of  con- 
struction cost  less  $1,275,000  paid  by  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
bonds;  $25,000  thereof  for  atitomeys*  and  trustees'  fees  and  ex- 
penses incident  to  the  sale  of  bonds;  $10,000  thereof  for  working 
capital,  and  $62,800  thereof  for  Organization,  promotional,  financing, 
and  general  expenses  and  salary  and  expenses  until  operation  is 
begun.  The  execution  of  a  mortgage  to  cover  an  issue  of  $3,000,000 
5  per  cent  gold  bonds  was  also  authorized,  and  permission  granted 
to  issue  $1,500,000  of  such  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  85  per 
cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  con- 
struction amounting  to  $1,420,000  less  $145,000  paid  from  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale  of  stock;  such  bonds  to  be  delivered  to  the  trustee, 
and  issued  by  him  only  upon  certification  by  the  railroad  as  the 
work  progresses  in  the  same  proportion  as  $1,275,000  is  to  $1,420,- 
000. 

Order  of  December  9,  1915,  vacated  and  set  aside. 

Re  Peoria  &  C.  Electric  R.  Co.  Nos.  4139,  4141,  Jan.  13,  1916, 
$165,000  increased  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  par  for  cash  or  prop- 
erty, and  $481,000  first  mortgage  6  per  cent  gold  bonds  to  be  sold 
to  net  not  less  than  80  per  cent  and  accrued  interest,  and  $38,119 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  said  stock  and  bonds  to  be  used  for 
the  acquisition  of  property  and  for  a  right  of  way,  $436,881  thereof 
for  the  acquisition  of  property  and  the  construction  and  completion 
of  the  line  of  railway  including  the  necessary  rolling  stock,  $10,000 
thereof  for  working  capital,  and  $65,000  thereof  for  organization 
expenses,  promotional  expenses,  legal,  financing,  and  general  ex- 
penses and  salaries,  and  expenses  of  carrying  on  the  company  until 
the  beginning  of  operation,  upon  condition  that  said  bonds  be  de- 
posited with  the  trustee  and  that  as  heretofore  provided  the  money 
be  held  by  the  trustee  and  disbursed  only  upon  the  certificate  of  the 
railway  company  as  construction  work  progresses,  and  that  no  part 
of  said  bonds  will  be  issued  until  the  stock  of  the  company  to  the 
amount  of  at  least  $100,000  has  been  subscribed  and  paid  for  in 
money  and  property  of  equal  value ;  that  all  discounts,  commissions, 
and  expenses  in  connection  with  the  sale  of  bonds  be  amortissed. 

Various  Commissions  authorized  the  issue  and  sale  of  securities 
in  the  following  cases : 

Arizona, — ^Re  Holbrook  Light  &  P.  Co.  Docket  No.  308,  Jan.  15, 
1916,  $20,000  6  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  85  per 
cent  of  par. 

Re  Arizona  Power  Co.  Docket  No.  322,  March  14,  1916,  $30,000 
first  mortgage  6  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  90  per 
cent  of  par,  and  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
the  treasury  of  the  company. 

CcUifomia, — ^Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  Decision  No.  2851,  Applica* 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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tion  N"o.  637,  Oct.  29,  1913,  order  amending  order  of  August  21, 
1915  (decision  No.  896),  by  authorizing  the  sale  of  bonds  therein 
authorized  at  90  instead  of  95  per  cent  of  par,  and  by  extending 
time  of  sale  to  August  1,  1916. 

Re  Kerman  Teleph.  Co.  Decision  No.  2859,  Application  No.  1808, 
October  30,  1915,  one  share  of  stock  of  a  par  value  of  $35  to  be 
issued  to  B.  L.  Furlong  in  place  of  a  similar  share  issued  without 
authority. 

Be  Hermosa  Beach  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  2868,  Application  No. 
1346,  Nov.  3,  1916,  order  amending  order  of  October  13,  1914  (de- 
cision No.  1866),  by  authorizing  amendment  to  deed  of  trust  by 
providing  therein  for  a  sinking  fund  upon  condition  that  consent  of 
ftll  holders  of  bonds  issued  under  original  deed  of  trust  be  obtained. 

R«  San  Diego  &  A.  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  2872,  Application  No. 
1941,  Nov.  5, 1916,  $76,000  6  per  cent  promissory  notes  to  be  issued 
at  not  less  than  face  value,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  taking  up 
and  canceling  $75,000  matured  6  per  cent  notes. 

Be  Sacramento  Oas  Co.  Decision  No.  2898,  Application  No.  1907, 
Nov.  13, 1915,  $1,500,000  first  mortgage  6  per  cent  serial  gold  bonds 
of  which  $400,000  are  to  be  issued  and  sold  at  not  less  than  92^ 
per  cent  of  par,  upon  condition  that  no  part  of  said  issue  shall  be 
sold  unless  the  whole  is  sold  in  bulk  or  else  a  valid  contract  for  the 
sale  of  the  entire  issue  be  made ;  the  proceeds  to  be  used  to  take  up 
and  retire  $200,000  outstanding  bonds,  to  retire  old  bonds  securing 
specified  notes,  and  to  provide  for  eztensiona  as  set  forth  in  plans 
filed  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $312,530;  the  remaining  $57,- 
470,  together  with  any  amount  saved  under  the  allowance  of 
$200,000  in  buying  back  the  original  issue,  shall  remain  in  the  treas- 
ury, subject  to  further  order,  where,  although  the  interest  on  the 
entire  lot  would  be  approximately  7f  per  cent,  the  gas  company 
has  been  sincerely  endeavoring  to  finance  itself  in  a  reasonably  con- 
servative manner,  and  in  view  of  its  requirement  for  additional 
capital  this  is  the  best  arrangement  it  has  been  able  to  make.  The 
Commission,  however,  denied  the  application  of  the  company  for 
leave  to  use  part  of  the  proceeds  for  the  payment  of  accrued  interest, 
or  to  reimburse  its  treasury  for  money  expended  from  income  for 
the  acquisition  of  property,  until  the  company  has  made  a  more 
complete  showing  in  support  of  this  portion  of  its  application. 

By  Decision  No.  3123,  Feb.  24,  1916,  the  foregoing  order  was 
supplemented  by  authorizing  the  company  to  reimburse  its  treas- 
ury,  from  the  sale  of  $400,000  bonds,  in  the  sum  of  $8,166.78  for 
money  expended  from  income  for  property  and  construction,  and  for 
proposed  expenditures  of  $17,194.58  for  construction. 

Be  Lake  Tahoe  E.  &  Transp.  Co.  Decision  No,  2922,  Application 
No.  1956,  Nov.  20,  1915,  $50,000  5  per  cent  promissory  notes  for 
the  purpose  of  refunding  an  equal  amount  of  similar  notes  about  to 

P.U.K.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


740  ANNOTAnOX. 

mature,  the  proceedB  of  which  have  been  used  for  additions  and 
betterments. 

Be  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corp.  Decision  No.  2923,  Appli- 
cation No.  1965,  Nov.  20,  1915,  $300,000  6  per  cent  promissory 
notes  to  take  up  a  like  amount  of  matured  notes,  and  to  pledge,  as 
collateral  security  for  the  notes  authorized,  certain  refunding  mort- 
gage forty-year  series  "CP*  6  per  cent  gold  bonds  upon  the  basis  of 
$1,333.33  par  value  of  bonds  for  each  $1,000  par  value  of  notes. 

He  Apaugh  Warehouse  &  Mill.  Co.  Decision  No.  2925,  Applica- 
tion No.  1948,  Nov.  22, 1915,  $850  common  capital  stock  to  be  issued 
to  directors  in  lieu  of  capital  stock-issued  without  authority  and 
upon  the  cancelation  of  the  same,  and  a  $2,750  8  per  cent  promis- 
sory  note  secured  by  a  mortgage  in  lieu  of  a  note  for  like  amount 
issued  without  authority  upon  the  cancelation  of  such  latter  note. 

Re  Great  Western  Power  Co.  Decision  No.  2930,  Application  No. 
1974,  Nov.  24,  1915,  $1,400  common  capital  stock  to  be  issued,  1 
share  to  each  of  12  directors  and  2  shares  to  another  director  at  par, 
and  the  proceeds  used  to  pay  organization  expenses. 

Be  Petaluma  &  S.  B..B.  Co.  Decision  No.  2939,  Application  No. 
1967,  Nov.  27,  1915,  order  authorizing  the  issuance  of  semiannual 
interest  coupons  on  outstanding  matured  bonds  pursuant  to  exten- 
sion agreement,  such  coupons  not  to  be  capitalized. 

Be  San  Francisco-Oakland  Terminal  B.  Co.  Decision  No.  2955, 
Application  No.  1971,  Dec.  3,  1915,  $218,459.64  6  per  cent  promis- 
sory notes  to  be  sewxed  by  $337,000  general  lien  bonds  to  be  issued 
to  banks  specified  in  renewal  of  notes  and  bonds  now  held  by  them ; 
upon  each  payment  of  $666.66  on  imy  notes,  bonds  to  the  amount  of 
$1,000  to  be  returned  to  the  treasury. 

Be  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  2958,  Application 
No.  1940,  Dec.  4,  1915,  order  authorizing  an  issue  of  $25,000  capital 
stock  of  which  $14,300  is  to  be  delivered  as  part  payment  of  land 
acquired  from  the  Brookdale  Land  Company  and  $1,600  thereof  to 
J.  P.  Hughes  for  property  which  she  has  agreed  to  convey  to  the 
creditors  of  the  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Company,  and  $9,100 
thereof  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  par,  and  an  issue  of  $23,500  bonds, 
$20,500  thereof  to  be  issued  to  the  Brookdale  Land  Company  to 
complete  purchase  price  of  property  valued  at  $25,541  to  be  acquired, 
and  $3^000  thereof  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  par,  and  the  cash  obtained 
from  the  sale  of  stock  and  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  payment  of  notes 
and  for  extensions,  additions,  and  betterments,  where  the  assets  of 
the  company,  including  property  to  be  acquired,  were  valued  at 
$49,518,  and  $2,500  were  to  be  expended  on  improvements. 

The  California  Commission  further  held  that  a  mortgage  executed 
by  a  public  utility  upon  utility  property  as  security  for  one*year 
notes  was  void,  and  tiie  notea  stood  as  an  unsecured  obligation  of 
the  company, 
P.U.R.lfliflC. 
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On  January  8,  1915^  the  above  order  was  supplemented  by  De- 
cision No.  3033,  which  authorized  the  extension  of  the  mortgage 
or  deed  of  trust  securing  the  bond  issue  to  all  the  property  of  the 
company  now  owned  or  hereafter  acquired^  except  independent  water 
power  or  light  plants  which  the  company  may  hereafter  acquire, 
and  approved  other  minor  changes. 

Be  Consolidated  Securities  Co.  Decision  No.  2964,  Application  No. 
1985,  Dec.  9,  1915,  $25,000  7  per  cent  promissory  notes  to  be  issued 
at  par  and  $11,500  of  the  proceeds  to  be  used  to  pay  the  purchase 
price  of  nonutility  land  and  $13,500  thereof  to  pay  all  existing 
encumbrance  upon  real  estate,  where  the  land  to  be  purchased  was 
worth  at  least  tixe  price  paid,  and  the  land  upon  which  the  mortgage 
was  to  be  released  was  worth  at  least  $40,000. 

Be  Modesto  Gaslight,  Coal,  &  Coke  Co.  Decision  No.  2963,  Appli- 
cation No.  191^,  Dec.  9,  1915,  $200,000  6  per  cent  first  mortgage 
bonds  of  which  $65,000  are  to  be  issued  and  sold  at  not  less  than  90 
per  cent  of  par,  and  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  used  for  refunding  ma- 
turing promissory  notes,  for  the  purchase  of  adjacent  real  estate,  and 
for  extensions  to  mains. 

Se  Corona  Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Decision  No.  2976,  Appli- 
cation No.  1957,  Dec.  15,  1915,  16  shares  of  capital  stock  to  be  used 
for  the  cancelation  of  stock  heretofore  issued  without  authority,  and 
200  shares  of  capital  treasury  stock  to  be  issued  when  authorized  by 
supplemental  order  for  the  purpose  of  extending  lines  and  service^ 
in  order  that  the  issue  as  required  may  be  made  without  further 
hearing;  application  to  issue  additional  stock  was  denied  where  the 
proposed  improvements  in  switch  boards,  cables,  and  buildings  had 
not  been  fully  agreed  .upon. 

Re  Williams  Water  &  Electric  Co.  Decision  No.  2978,  Application 
No.  1869,  Dec.  17, 1915,  $4,354  common  capital  stock  to  be  issued  at 
not  less  than  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  additions  and  betterments 
and  for  a  stock  dividend  where  the  net  income  of  the  company  had 
been  used  for  improvements,  instead  of  being  distributed  as  a  divi- 
dend. 

He  Midland  Counties  Public  Service  Corp.  Decision  No.  2988, 
Application  No.  2002,  Dec.  20,  1915,  $13,666.05  promissory  notes 
for  the  renewal  of  maturing  notes  at  rates  of  interest  and  in  amounts 
not  to  exceed  those  now  in  effect. 

Re  Southern  California  Gas  Co.  Decision  No.  2989,  Application 
No.  1995,  Dec.  20,  1915,  $8,000  6  per  cent  notes  for  the  renewal 
of  maturing  promissory  notes. 

Re  Corcoran  Mill  &  Warehouse,  Decision  No.  2991,  Application 
No.  1979,  Dec.  24,  1915,  $10,000  common  capital  stock  of  which  $2,- 
500  is  to  be  issued  and  sold  at  par  and  the  proceeds  used  as  a  first 
payment  upon  the  purchase  of  a  warehouse  from  A.  G.  Chatom,  the 
remaining  $7,500  of  said  stock  to  be  held  to  meet  payments  as  they 
P.U.K.1»16C. 
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mature  upon  the  purchase  price  of  said  warehouse  according  to  con- 
tract. 

In  this  case  the  warehouse  company  filed  petition  for  leave  to  issue 
$20,000  capital  stock,  and  to  sell  all  of  the  same  at  par,  and  to  use 
$2,500  thereof  as  a  payment  upon  the  purchase  price  of  a  warehouse 
to  be  purchased,  and  to  use  the  $17,500  balance  as  working  capital 
in  various  lines  of  private  activity  until  such  times  as  additional 
instalments  upon  the  purchase  price  would  fall  due  or  working  capi- 
tal be  required  by  the  utility,  and  in  this  connection  the  Commission 
stated  ^Hhat  it  had  consistently  encouraged  and  recommended  cor- 
^)orations  doing  a  mixed  business  to  separate  their  public  utility  from 
their  nonpublic  utility  businesses  wherever  feasible,"  and  "that  when 
a  new  company  is  being  formed,  however,  we  should  be  very  slow 
indeed  to  authorize  it  to  enter  upon  a  course  which  experience  has 
shown  to  be  far  from  satisfactory  both  to  the  company  and  to  the 
Commission/' 

Be  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  Decision  No.  3023,  Application  No.  1994, 
Jan.  3,  1916,  $2,500,000  first  preferred  stock  to  be  sold  to  net  not 
less  than  90  per  cent  of  par,  and  $2,000,000  general  and  refunding 
bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  85  per  cent  and  accrued  interest, 
and  the  proceeds  of  such  sales  iised  to  reimburse  treasury  for  capi- 
tal expenditures  and  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  extensions,  additions,  and 
betterments,  provided  that  none  of  the  proceeds  shall  be  used  for 
specified  new  constructions  until  a  detailed  statement  of  said  expen- 
ditures has  been  approved  by  the  Commission. 

Authority  was  also  granted  to  use  $2,473,046.58  obtained  from 
the  sale  of  preferred  stock  authorized  by  decision  No.  1632,  together 
with  $130,005  due  on  unpaid  subscriptions  for  said  stock,  to  reim- 
burse its  treasury  for  capital  expenditures. 

Re  Pacific  Light  &  Power  Corp.  Decision  No.  3022,  Application 
No.  2006,  Jan.  3,  1916,  $4,000,000  6  per  cent  general  mortgage 
serial  convertible  gold  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par  and 
accrued  interest  less  a  commission  of  3  per  cent,  and  $2,724,639.28 
of  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  payment  of  notes,  and  the  balance 
of  the  proceeds  used  as  hereinafter  directed  by  the  Commission,  upon 
condition  that  the  company  amend  its  articles  of  incorporation,  to 
permit  the  issue  of  $14,440,500  preferred  stock.  An  issue  of  $4,- 
120,000  7  per  cent  prior  preferred  stock  was  further  authorized  to 
be  issued  at  any  time  prior  to  January  15,  1921,  in  exchange  for 
the  bonds  herein  authorized. 

Re  Sutter-Butte  Canal  Co.  Decision  No.  3029,  Application  No. 
2007,  Jan.  4,  1916,  $256,100  three-year  6  per  cent  promissory  notes 
issued  to  net  not  less  than  par,  and  to  be  used  to  refund  at  maturity 
the  principal  and  accumulated  interest  on  outstanding  notes;  such 
notes  shall  not  contain  any  provisions  giving  the  maker  the  option 
P.U.K.1916C. 
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to  cumulate  the  interest  thereunder  up  to  the  time  of  the  maturity 
of  the  priscipel  sum  as  provided  in  the  original  issue. 

The  foregoing  order  was  amended  by  Decision  No.  3038,  Jan. 
12,  1916,  by  authorizing  the  issue  of  the  above  notes  payable  on  or 
before  three  years  after  date,  instead  of  three  years  after  date,  and 
about  15  per  cent  thereof  payable  on  or  before  one  year  from  date 
where  certain  of  the  note  holders  had  refused  to  accept  notes  as 
previously  authorized. 

Be  Saticoy  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3041,  Application  No.  1991, 
Jan.  14, 1916,  $6,000  7  per  cent  promissory  note  payable  to  Thomas 
Bard  Estate  upon  condition  that  $6,000  note  dated  April  1,  1913, 
no#  held  by  the  Thomas  Bard  Estate,  be  surrendered  and  can- 
celed. 

Re  Sutter-Butte  Canal  Co.  Decision  No.  3042,  Application  No. 
2044,  Jan.  14,  1916,  $50,000  one-day  6  per  cent  promissory  note 
to  the  Crocker  National  Bank  in  renewal  of  a  one^day  note  in  like 
amount  payable  to  the  First  National  Bank  San  Francisco,  issued 
in  November,  1911.  * 

Re  Whittier  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3048,  Application  No.  2030, 
Jan.  19,  1916,  $120,000  6  per  cent  serial  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not 
less  than  95  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds 
used  for  the  payment  of  $52,000  outstanding  6  per  cent  collateral 
trust  note  and  $63,000  to  reimburse  the  treasury  for  money  ex- 
pended for  the  purchase  of  a  like  amount  of  6  per  cent  collateral 
trust  notes  which  had  matured. 

Re  San  Antonio  Irrigating  Co.  Decision  No.  3049,  Application 
No.  519,  Jan,  19, 1916,  $15,000  five-year  7  per  cent  promissory  notes, 
secured  by  mortgage  to  be  used  to  renew  a  like  amount  of  maturing 
rotes  authorized  by  decision  No.  727. 

Re  Los  Angeles  &  S.  D.  Beach  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  3052,  Appli- 
cation No.  1240,  Jan.  21,  1916,  order  authorizing  the  pledge  of 
$30,000  5^  per  cent  sinking  fund  gold  bonds  as  collateral  security 
for  a  note  of  $21,000;  bonds  not  to  be  transferred  by  bank  which 
holds  note,  and  not  to  be  sold  under  the  pledge  for  less  than  80  per 
cent  of  par. 

Re  Bimini  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3062,  Application  No.  2048, 
Jan.  25,  1916,  $50,000  6  per  cent  promissory  notes  for  the  purpose 
of  refunding  a  note  of  like  amount  due  January  1,  1916. 

Re  Venice  of  America  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  8067,  Application 
No.  1921,  Jan.  26,  1916,  $35,000  common  capital  stock  to  be  deliv- 
ered to  the  Abbot-Kinney  Company  in  consideration  of  the  trans- 
fer and  rights  of  such  company  to  a  water  system  in  Venice. 

Re  Puente  City  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3068,  Application  No. 
2037,  Jan.  28,  1916,  $350  capital  stock  ,to  be  issued  in  lieu  of  a 
like  amount  of  stock  issued  without  authority. 

Re  Suburban  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3072,  Application  No.  1958> 
P.U.R.19I6C. 
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Jan.  29,  1916,  order  dismissing  without  prejudice  the  application 
of  a  water  company  for  leave  to  execute  a  mortgage  and  issue  bonds, 
where  the  company  had  been  imable  to  acquire  title  to  the  properties 
which  it  proposed  to  mortgage. 

Re  Oakland,  A.  &  E.  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  3075,  Application  No. 
1730,  Jan.  31,  1916,  order  amending  condition  No.  10  of  order  of 
November  20,  1915  (decision  No.  2913),  to  read:  *The  bonds 
hereby  authorized  to  be  issued  shall  be  only  such  bonds  as  -are  now 
pledged  as  collateral  security  for  the  applicant's  note  indebtedness, 
and  no  other  bonds  except  $46,000  of  applicants  bonds  heretofore 
authorized  to  be  issued  and  now  released  from  pledge^  and  $68,000 
of  applicant's  bonds  now  held  in  applicant's  treasury  or  a  total  of 
$114,000  bonds  in  addition  to  applicants  bonds  now  pledged  as 
collateral  security  for  its  note  indebtedness.*'  It  was  further  ordered 
that  the  $114,000  bonds  now  pledged  as  collateral  may  be  pledged 
to  secure  notes  to  be  issued  to  stockholders  in  the  sum  of  $90,911, 
providing  that  such  notes  and  such  bonds  be  placed  in  escrow  to  be 
thereafter  issued  in  wllble  or  in  part,  and  said  bonds  to  be  pledged 
as  collateral  security  for  said  notes  to  such  of  applicant  stockholders 
who  have  heretofore  advanced  said  sum  of  $90,911  or  as  shall  here- 
after make  further  advances  and  loan  to  applicant  which  shall  repre- 
sent an  advance  or  loan  together  with  the  sum  heretofore  loaned  of 
a  total  advance  or  loan  of  $3  for  every  share  of  stock  held  by  such 
stockholders,  and  that  such  stock  and  bonds  shall  be  released  from 
escrow  when  applicant  shall  have  rescinded  its  assessment  No.  5  here- 
tofore levied. 

Re  City  R.  Co.  of  Los  Angeles,  Decision  No.  3098,  Application 
No.  1977,  Feb.  4,  1916,  $280,000  bonds  to  be  used  to  satisfy  and 
discharge  $280^000  of  present  indebtedness  incurred  for  additions, 
betterments,  and  extensions. 

Re  Goleta  Farmers  (Incorporated)  DecisicA  No.  3083,  Applica- 
tion No.  2061,  Feb.  7,  1916,  $15,000  common  capital  stock  of  a  par 
value  of  $10  per  share;  10  shares  to  be  issued  in  lieu  of  10  shares 
heretofore  issued  without  consent,  1,090  shares  to  provide  funds  for 
the  retiring  of  a  $10,900  note,  400  shares  to  provide  funds  for  addi- 
tions and  betterments  of  warehouse  property. 

Re  Los  Angeles  &  S.  D.  Beach  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  3090,  Appli- 
cation No.  1240,  Feb.  11,  1916,  company  authorized  to  pledge  its 
first  mortgage  5^  per  cent  sinking  fund  gold  bond  at  a  ratio  not  to 
exceed  $100  of  bonds  for  each  $70  of  notes,  as  collateral  security  for 
$10,000  notes,  bonds  to  be  returned  to  treasury  when  notes  are  paid. 

Re  Ontario-Upland  Gas  Co.  Decision  No.  3094,  Application  No. 
2027,  Feb.  14,  1916,  company  authorized  to  execute  a  mortgage  or 
deed  of  trust  to  secure  a  bonded  indebtedness  of  $100,000  of  first 
mortgage  twenty-year  6  per  cent  bonds  upon  condition  that  a  re- 
vised deed  of  trust  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  approval, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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and  to  issue  $60,000  of  said  bonds  to  be  sold  at  90  per  cent  at  par 
and  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds  used  to  refund  all  of  appli- 
cant's present  issue  of  bonds,  to  pay  applicant's  outstanding  notes,  to 
pay  for  additions  and  betterments  now  under  construction,  and  to 
reimburse  treasury  for  moneys  expended  from  income,  upon  con- 
dition that  none  of  said  bonds  shall  be  issued  until  applicant  has 
made  definite  provision  for  the  purchase,  at  not  more  than  par,  of 
all  its  present  issue  of  $25,000  bonds  outstanding.  Authority  to 
issue  $11,005  common  capital  stock  was  denied  without  prejudice 
upon  the  withdrawal  of  application,  and  the  application  to  issue 
$11,675  bonds  for  contemplated  construction  was  denied  until  ap- 
plicant was  ready  to  proceed  with  the  improvement. 

The  foregoing  order  was  supplemented  on  March  4,  1916,  by  de- 
cision No.  3142,  which  authorized  the  company  to  execute  a  deed  of 
trust  in  accordance  with  the  revised  copy  filed  with  the  Commission. 

Antelope  Creek  &  R.  B.  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3095,  Applica- 
tion No.  2063,  Feb.  14,  1916,  $11,000  6  per  cent  promissory  note 
to  be  used  to  retire  $4,000  4  per  cent  first  mortgage  bonds  and  $7,- 
000  6  per  cent  promissory  notes. 

Re  Death  Valley  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  3099,  Application  No.  2073, 
Feb.  14,  1916,  $23,900  common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  par  to  the 
Borax  Consolidated,  Limited,  of  London,  and  the  proceeds  to  be 
used  to  retire  50  of  applicant's  outstanding  bonds,  of  the  par  value 
of  100  pounds  sterling  each,  as  provided  in  the  deed  of  trust  secur- 
ing said  bonds.  The  Commission  declined  to  issue  an  order  author- 
izing the  issue  of  future  additional  shares  of  stock  to  take  care  of  the 
sinking-fund  payments  as  they  might  mature,  preferring  to  grant 
supplemental  orders  from  time  to  time,  and  reaiSSrmed  the  opinion 
of  Commissioner  Devlin  in  decision  No.  2201,  that  the  above  was  a 
desirable  method  of  financing  the  railroad,  as  it  depended  entirely 
upon  a  b#rax  mine,  and  the  method  proposed  contemplates  the 
gradual  retirement  of  all  bonds. 

Re  Valley  Natural  Gas* Co.  Decision  No.  3103,  Application  No. 
2017,  Feb.  16,  1916,  $30,000  common  capital  stock,  of  which  $7,800 
is  to  be  presently  issued  and  sold  at  80  per  cent  of  par,  and  the 
proceeds  used  for  the  payment  of  organization  expenses;  $40,000  8 
per  cent  preferred  stock  to  be  sold  at  90  per  cent  of  par,  and  the 
proceeds  used  for  constructing  a  gas  distribution  and  transmission 
system  in  Kern  county.  The  Commission  stated  that  while  the 
yield  upon  the  return  upon  the  preferred  stock  at  the  price  sold 
will  be  8.89  per  cent,  a  10  per  cent  return  upon  a  natural  gas  enter- 
prise was  not  unreasonable  in  view  of  the  peculiar  and  speculative 
nature  of  the  business,  and  that,  while  it  is  manifestly  difBcult  to 
estimate  with  accuracy  th?  possible  earnings  from  a  project,  it  is  de- 
sirable that  the  natural  resources  of  the  state  be  put  to  practical  use, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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and  the  Commission  will  give  such  encouragement  as  it  is  con* 
sistently  able  to  such  an  enterprise. 

Re  Tujunga  Water  &  Power  Co.  Decision  No.  3105,  Application 
No.  2024,  Feb.  16,  1916,  application  for  authority  to  issue  $27,000 
worth  ol  common  capital  stock  to  W.  P.  Beynolds  in  lieu  of  a  like 
amount  of  stock  issued  to  Mr.  Keynolds  on  October  24, 1913,  without 
authority  of  the  Commission  for  services  rendered,  was  denied  with- 
out prejudice,  the  applicant  having  failed  to  make  a  clear  and  ade- 
quate showing  as  to  value  of  services  rendered  by  Mr.  Reynolds  for 
which  it  now  proposes  to  issue  stock. 

Re  Northwestern  Pacific  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  3108,  Application 
No.  2074,  Feb.  16,  1916,  $1,867,000  4^  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold  at 
not  less  than  95  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds used  for  the  reimbursement  of  treasury  for  moneys  expended 
for  new  construction  and  for  additions  and  betterments. 

•Re  Northwestern  Pacific  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  8106,  Application 
No.  1044,  Feb.  16, 1916,  order  amending  decision  No.  14^8  of  April 
11,  1914,  by  authorizing  the  use  of  the  proceeds  of  bonds  therein 
authorized  for  the  purchase  of  50  gondolas  instead  of  100  flat  cars^ 
and  extending  the  time  of  the  issue  to  December  31, 1916. 

District  of  Columbia, — ^Re  Georgetown  Gaslight  Co.  Order  No. 
177,  P.U.C.  No.  177i,  March  8,  1916,  $125,000  5  per  cent  gold 
bonds  to  be  sold  for  the  highest  price  obtainable  under  such  details 
of  sale  as  may  be  approved  by  the  Commission,  and  the  proceeds  of 
$100,000  thereof  used  for  the  payment  of  notes  issued  for  money 
borrowed  and  used  for  the  acquisition  of  property  and  oonslruction, 
and  $25,000  of  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  construction  of  a  sup- 
ply main  in  the  vicinity  of  Woodley  Park.  One  hundred  thousand 
dollars  of  such  bonds  had  been  issued  and  deposited  as  collateral  se- 
curity for  the  payment  of  the  oompany^s  notes  before  the  creation 
of  the  Commission,  and  approval  was  now  sought  for  the  purpose  of 
permittiug  the  trustee  to  authenticate  the  issue  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  mortgage. 

Illinois,— Re  Alton  &  J.  R.  Co.  No.  2710,  Dec.  2,  1915,  railroad 
authorized  to  increase  capital  stock  from  $1,000  to  $142,000  and  to 
execute  a  mortgage  of  $2,000,000,  upon  all  property  owned  or  to  be 
acquired,  to  secure  a  bond  issue  of  like  amount;  to  issue  $500,000 
first  mortgage  5  per  cent  bonds  so  secured  and  $141,000  capital  stock 
so  authorized,  and  to  use  $450,000  of  such  bonds  and  such  capital 
stock  for  the  acquisition  of  all  of  the  property  and  assets  of  the 
Alton,  Jacksonnlle,  &  Peoria  Railway  Company,  and  to  sell  the  re- 
maining $50,000  bonds  for  85  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest, 
and  to  use  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  to  provide  working  capital  and 
funds  for  construction,  discounts,  commissions,  and  expenses  to  be 
amortized. 

Re  Peterson  Express  &  Van  Co.  No.  4301,  Dec.  2,  1915,  $10,000 
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capital  stock  to  be  issued  and  sold  at  par  in  payment  for  real  estate 
located  in  Chicago. 

Be  Western  United  Gas  &  E.  Co.  No.  4451,  Dec.  16,  1915,  $800,- 
000  general  mortgage  5  per  cent'gold  bonds  to  hp  sold  to  net  not  less 
than  87  per  cent  of  par,  and  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  money  expended  from  income  and  for  the  payment  and 
retirement  of  $800,000  general  mortgage  l>bndg  maturing  semi- 
annually after  February  1,  1916;  discounts,  commissions,  and  ex- 
penses to  be  amortized  out  of  income  or  charged  to  profit  and  loss. 

On  January  6,  1916,  the  Commission,  at  the  request  of  the  utility, 
rescinded  the  above  order,  and  authorized  the  issue  of  $80,000  gen- 
eral mortgage  5  per  cent  gold  bonds,  series  C,  to  be  sold  to  net  not 
less  than  85  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  the  proceeds  to  be 
used  for  the  payment  and  retirement  of  $80,000  par  value  series  A 
bonds  maturing  February  1,  1916,  where  it  appeared  that  the  com- 
pany was  unable  to  dispose  of  $800,000  thereof,  and  the  series  A 
bonds  in  the  sum  of  $800,000  intended  to  be  redeemed  by  the  issue 
authorized  provided  that  the  whole,  but  not  a  part,  of  unmatured 
bonda  might  be  redeemed  upon  any  interest  day,  and  only  $80,000 
thereof  matured  on  February  1,  1916. 

Re  Saline  Electric  Co.  No.  4465,  Jan.  19,  1916,  $20,000  first 
mortgage  6  per  cent  gold  bonds,  secured  by  a  mortgage  upon  the 
property  of  the  Eldorado  Light  &  Power  Company  about  to  be 
acquired  and  $16,000  capital  stock  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  par;  the 
above  bonds  and  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  such  stock  to  be  used 
for  the  acquisition  of  the  property  of  the  said  Eldorado  Light,  Heat, 
t  Power  Company,  valued  at  $34,000,  and  for  the  extension  and  im- 
provement of  such  property. 

Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  No.  4492,  Jan.  20,  1916,  $12,400 
capital  stock  and  $35,000  5  per  cent  bonds;  stock  to  be  sold  at  par 
and  the  bondd  to  be  sold  to  net  not  less  than  90  per  cent  of  par 
and  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds  of  both  used  for  construction, 
extensions,  and  additions,  for  the  payment  of  outstanding  obliga- 
tions incurred  for  construction,  and  for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys 
expended  from  income  for  construction;  all  discounts,  conmiissions, 
and  expenses  to  be  amortized. 

Re  Chester  Water  &  Power  Co.  No.  4521,  Jan.  20,  1916,  $3,000 
common  capital  stook  to  be  sold  at  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for 
the  redemption  and  cancelation  of  $3,000  outstanding  notes. 

Re  Southern  lUinois  R.  &  Power  Co.  No.  4579,  Jan.  27,  1916, 
$200,000  first  mortgage  thirty-year  5  per  cent  gold  bonds  issued 
to  and  held  by  a  trustee  pursuant  to  trust  indenture  of  April  1, 
1913,  to  be  delivered  in  exchange  for  $200,000  outstanding  general 
mortgage  notes  as  modified  by  extension  agreement  dated  February 
1, 1915. 

Re  Calumet  Western  R.  Co.  No.  4327,  Jan.  27,  1916,  $3,600  com- 
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mon  capital  stock  to  be  sold  for  not  less  than  par,  and  the  proceeds 
used  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  obligations  incurred  for 
construction,  extensions,  and  improyements. 

Ke  Indiana  Harbor:  Belt  K.  Co.  No.  45'r»,  Jan.  27, 1916,  $550,000 
demand  non-negotiable  5  per  cent  promissory  notes  to  be  issued 
from  time  to  time  to  provide  funds  for  the  construction,  extension, 
improvement  of,  or  additions  to,  facilities. 

Ee  Cincinnati,  I.  &  W.  R.  Co.  No.  4518,  Jan.  27,  1916,  $240,000 
capital  stock  to  be  issued  and  delivered  to  Frederick  H.  Ecker,  pur- 
chasing committee,  in  payment  for  the  Sidell  &  Olney  Railway,  in- 
cluding the  appurtenances,  franchises,  and  personal  property  there- 
of, which  were  worth  at  least  the  sum  of  $240,000,  where  the  railroad 
had  been  owned  by  applicant  and  was  purchased  by  the  said  pur- 
chasing committee  at  a  foreclosure  sale  upon  condition  that  the  stock 
issued  shall  be  delivered  by  such  purchasing  committee  to  the  oflScera 
of  the  Cincinnati,  Indianapolis,  &  Western  Railway  Company,  to 
be  held  and  owned  by  it  unencumbered  until  disposed  of,  subject 
only  to  the  right  to  convey  nominal  amounts  of  the  stock  to  citizens 
of  the  state  of  Illinois  to  qualify  them  to  act  as  directors  of  the 
Sidell  &  Olney  Railway  Company. 

Re  Staunton  Gas  Co.  No.  4641,  Feb.  2,  1916,  $1,000  common 
capital  stock  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  par  to  subscribers  for  the  pur- 
pose of  perfecting  the  organization  of  the  corporation. 

Re  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  4547-4548,  Feb.  2,  1916, 
$36,000  preferred  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  par  for  cash  and 
$110,000  first  mortgage  6  per  cent  gold  bonds  to  be  sold  for  cash 
or  the  equivalent  thereof  in  property,  so  as  to  net  the  petitioner  not 
less  than  90  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale  of  said  stock  and  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  purchase  of 
the  property  and  plant  of  the  United  Gkts  &  Electric  Company  at 
Litchfield ;  discounts,  commissions,  and  expenses  of  sale  of  the  bonds 
to  be  amortized  in  instalments  before  maturity,  or  charged  to  profit 
and  loss,  or  paid  out  of  surplus  income. 

Re  Cincinnati,  I.  &  W.  R.  Co.  No.  4640,  Feb.  3,  1916,  $560,000 
5  per  cent  equipment  trust  certificates  for  the  purpose  of  purchas- 
ing locomotives,  where  the  present  locomotive  equipment  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  usual  and  ordinary  demands  of  the  traffic,  and  large 
sums  are  being  expended  on  account  of  locomotives  hired  per  diem. 

Re  Menard  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  No.  4227,  Feb.  3,  1916,  $32,000 
common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par  and  tiie  pro- 
ceeds thereof  applied  for  the  acquisition  of  property  of  B.  F.  Mar- 
bold,  for  working  capital  and  to  acquire  materids  and  supplies. 

Re  Terminal  R.  Asso.  No.  4043,  Feb.  10,  1916,  $904,000  general 
mortgage  refunding  sinking  fund  4  per  cent  gold  bonds  to  be  sold 
not  less  than  85  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds to  be  applied  for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys  actually 
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expended  from  income  or  other  moneys  in  the  treasury  for  the 
acquisition  of  property,  and  for  construction,  extension,  or  improve- 
ment of  facilities;  discounts,  commissions,  and  expenses  of  the  sale 
to  be  amortized  before  maturity. 

Ee  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Co.  No.  4355,  Feb.  10,  1916, 
$314,000  first  and  refunding  5  per  cent  mortgage  gold  bonds  to  be 
sold  at  not  less  than  85  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  the 
proceeds  to  be  applied  for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys  actually 
expended  from  income  and  other  moneys  in  the  treasury  for  con- 
struction, extension,  and  improvement  of,  and  additions  to,  facili- 
ties, and  for  the  expenses  of  sale  of  securities,  and  to  make  up  the 
discount  or  deficiency,  if  any,  in  the  amount  realized  from  the  sale ; 
all  discounts,  commissions,  and  expenses  of  the  sale  to  be  amortized ; 
proceeds  of  the  bonds  sold  to  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  out- 
standing obligations. 

Re  Madison  County  light  &  P.  Oo.  No.  4695,  Feb.  17, 1916,  order 
approving  the  execution  of  a  supplemental  indenture  imposing  addi- 
tional restrictions  upon  the  issue  of  bonds  issued  under  indenture 
dated  December  3,  1906,  and  providing  for  a  sinking  fund  to  be 
used  in  retiring  said  bonds,  it  appearing  that  the  petitioner  does  not 
seek  to  increase  its  indebtedness  or  to  issue  further  bonds,  and  that 
the  sole  purpose  of  the  proposed  supplemaital  agreement  is  to  im- 
prove the  salable  qualities  of  the  bonds  of  the  petitioner  not  yet 
issued. 

Re  Terminal  H.  Asso.  No.  4535,  Feb.  17,  1916,  $1,000,000  general 
mortgage  refunding  sinking  fund  4  per  cent  gold  bonds  to  be  sold 
to  net  the  company  not  less  than  85  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued 
interest,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys 
actually  expended  from  income  or  other  treasury  funds  for  the 
acquisition  of  property,  and  for  construction  of  extensions  or  im- 
provements; discounts  and  expenses  of  the  sale  to  be  amortized  out 
of  income  before  maturity  or,  at  applicant's  option,  at  any  time 
charged  to  profit  and  loss. 

Re  Terminal  R.  Asso.  No.  4536,  Feb.  17,  1916,  $500,000  general 
mortgage  refunding  sinking  fund  4  per  cent  gold  bonds  to  be  sold 
to  net  not  less  than  85  per  cent  of  par,  with  accrued  interest,  and 
the  proceeds  used  for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys  actually  expended 
from  income  or  other  treasury  funds  for  the  acquisition  of  property^ 
and  the  construction,  extension,  or  improvement  of  facilities. 

Re  Central  Illinois  Light  Co.  No.  4660,  March  10,  1916,  $130,000 
first  and  refunding  mortgage  5  per  cent  gold  bonds  to  be  sold  to 
net  not  less  than  90  per  cent  of  par  and  the  accrued  interest,  for 
the  purpose  of  reimbursing  the  company  for  expenditures  made  for 
permanent  additions,  improvements,  and  betterments;  all  discounts, 
commissions,  and  expenses  of  the  sale  to  be  amortized  out  of  the 
income  before  maturity. 
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Ee  Rico  Gas  Co.  No.  4736,  March  10,  1916,  $1,000  common  capi- 
tal stock  to  be  issued  and  sold  to  subscribers  at  par  for  cash  for  the 
purpose  of  perfecting  the  organization  of  the  company. 

Re  Dupo  Electric  light  &  P.  Co.  No,  4513,  March  10,  1916, 
$5,000  common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  par  or  the  equiva- 
lent thereof  in  property,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  purchase  of 
an  electric  light  plant  from  John  L.  Burnett  for  $4,000,  and  for 
additions,  improvements  and  betterments  thereto. 

Re  Chicago  &  W.  I.  R.  Co.  No.  4709,  March  10,  1916,  $130,000 
consolidated  mortgage  4  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than 
par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  retiring  and  refunding  a  like  amount 
of  general  mortgage  6  per  cent  bonds  about  to  mature;  company  to 
furnish  the  commission  with  a  certificate  of  cancelation  of  the  $130,- 
000  general  mortgage  bonds  to  be  refunded. 

Re  Rockford  Electric  Co.  No.  4734,  March  16,  1916,  order  ap- 
proving supplemental  mortgage  and  deed  of  Irust  to  the  Standard 
Trust  Company  of  New  York. 

Re  Peterson  Express  &  Van  Co.  No.  4773,  March  16,  1916,  order 
authorizing  the  execution  of  a  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  to  secure 
an  issue  of  $42,500  of  6  per  cent  bonds,  and  to  issue  $42,500  of  such 
bonds,  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  95  per  cent  of  par  to  pay  for  the 
construction  of  a  six-story  fire-proof  warehouse  building  in  Chicago, 
upon  condition  that  Charles  A.  Peterson  and  wife  file  for  record  the 
proper  release  deed  releasing  lien  of  a  deed  of  trust  executed  by 
them  upon  the  premises  covered  without  the  consent  of  the  Commis- 
sion. The  land  covered  by  the  above  mortgage  was  found  to  be 
worth  approximately  $10,000,  and  the  cost  of  the  construction  of 
said  warehouse  building  to  be  approximately  $45,000. 

Indiana. — Re  Morgantown  Teleph.  Co.  No.  2021,  Jan.  22,  1916, 
$10,000  5  per  cent  preferred  stock  to  be  sold  at  par  and  the  proceeds 
to  be  used  for  the  payment  of  $9,490  of  notes  now  outstanding  and 
other  indebtedness,  and  any  balance  left  over  to  be  used  for  exten- 
sions and  betterments. 

In  Re  Sullivan  County  Electric  Co.  No.  1982,  Jan.  22,  1916, 
$24,000  common  stock  to  be  sold  at  par,  and  $49,000  6  per  cent  gold 
bonds  to  be  sold  at  85  per  cent  of  face  value,  proceeds  to  be  used  in 
purchasing  from  a  bondholder's  committee  the  electric  light  and 
water  plants  and  equipments  of  the  Indiana  Electric  Transmission 
Company  in  the  town  of  Jasonville. 

Re  Ft.  Wayne  &  N.  I.  Traction  Co.  No.  2044,  Feb.  15,  1916,  order 
approving  the  expenditure  of  $118,712.49  now  on  hand  in  the 
treasury  and  procured  under  an  order  of  the  Commission  from  the 
bale  of  securities,  to  reimburse  the  treasury  for  moneys  expended 
for  acquisitions,  constructions,  completions,  extensions,  additions, 
betterments,  and  improvements. 

Re  Orleans  Water  Co.  No.  2078,  Feb.  15,  1916,  $25,000  common 
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stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  80  per  cent  of  par  and  $25,000  of 
6  per  cent  gold  bonds  subject  to  redemption  at  3  per  cent  premium, 
to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  90  per  cent  of  par,  and  the  proceeds  to 
be  used  for  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  a  water  plant  in  the  town  of 
Orleans,  to  be  conetnicted  at  a  cost  of  $50,000. 

Re  Indianapolis  Light  &  Heat  Co.  No.  2063,  Feb.  19,  1916,  $375,- 
000  common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par  and  $250,000 
5  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  95  per  cent  of  par,  the 
proceeds  to  be  expended  for  discharging  lawfully  refunding  out- 
standing notes  and  obligations  incurred  for  money  borrowed  and 
expended  for  construction,  and  for  reimbursing  its  treasury  for 
moneys  expended  for  construction. 

Re  Liberty  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  2085,  Feb.  21,  1916,  company 
authorized  to  issue  and  sell  so  much  of  its  preferred  stock  as  will 
produce  $24,400  if  sold  at  not  less  than  94  per  cent  of  par,  the 
proceeds  to  be  used  to  reimburse  the  treasury  and  Robert  S.  Ashe 
for  moneys  expended  for  material,  labor,  and  supplies  in  making 
betterments  and  improvements. 

Re  Richmond,  No.  2120,  Feb.  22, 1916,  $80,000  4^  per  cent  bonds, 
ihe  proceeds  of  the  sale  to  be  used  as  part  of  the  purchase  price  of 
the  property  of  the  Richmond  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company. 

Re  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Co.  No.  2072,  March  10,  1916, 
$70,000  common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  par  and  the  proceeds 
used  for  the  retirement  of  $20,000  4i  per  cent  bonds,  for  setting 
meters,  and  for  extensions  to  mains. 

Re  Vanburen,  No.  2138,  March  17,  1916,  $400  6  per  cent  bonds 
to  be  sold  at  par  plus  the  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds  used 
for  paying  the  balance  due  on  the  construction  of  a  waterworks  sys- 
tem. 

Maine,— B/e  Penobscot  Bay  Electric  Co.  11-94,  Jan.  11,  1916, 
$243,000  two-year  5  per  cent  note  for  the  purchase  of  property  and 
franchises  of  the  Greenville  Light  &  Power  Company  authorized  in 
Case  U-91. 

Re  Central  Maine  Power  Co.  U-93,  Jan.  11,  1916,  $443,000  first 
mortgage  5  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  90  per  cent 
of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  $207,000  cumulative  6  per  cent 
preferred  stock  of  which  $127,000  is  to  be  sold  at  par  less  6  per 
cent  expense,  and  the  $80,000  balance  of  such  stock  and  $295,000 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  above  stock  and  bonds  to  be  paid 
and  delivered  for  the  purchase  of  all  of  the  stock  and  bonds  of  the 
Penobscot  Bay  Electric  Company,  and  $243,000  thereof  to  be  used 
to  purchase  at  par  from  the  Greenville  Light  &  Power  Company  the 
notes  of  the  Penobscot  Bay  Electric  Company. 

Re  Eastport  Water  Co.  U*-95,  Jan.  18,  1916,  $100,000  5  per  cent 
mortgage  bonds  and  to  exchange  $80,000  thereof  or  any  part  thereof 
for  a  like  amount  of  first  mortgage  bonds  due  April  1,  1918,  and  to 
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Bell  any  part  of  said  $80^000  as  shall  not  be  bo  exchanged  for  cash 
at  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  to  use  the  proceeds  for  the  redemp- 
tion of  such  first  mortgage  bonds  of  1918,  and  after  all  of  such 
bonds  have  been  fully  paid  to  deliver  the  remaining  $1^0,000  bonds 
in  exchange  for  properties,  which  property  is  to  be  made  subject 
to  the  liens  of  the  bonds  so  issued. 

Re  Springvale  Aqueduct  Co.  II  No.  97,  Jan,  26,  1916,  $35,000 
5  per  cent  mortgage  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  98  per  cent 
of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the 
])ayment  of  present  floating  indebtedness. 

Re  Central  Aqueduct  Co.  U-102,  Feb.  15,  1916,  order  authoriz- 
ing an  aqueduct  company  to  issue  to  persons  constituting  a  volun- 
tary association,  in  payment  for  the  property  and  franchises  of  such 
association,  certificates  of  ownership  in  said  corporation  in  propor- 
tion to  the  number  of  shares  such  members  own  in  said  association, 
the  aggregate  thereof  to  represent  thirteen  whole  shares,  where  under 
the  statute  under  which  the  company  was  incorporated  no  capital 
stock  was  authorized  and  there  was  no  provision  therein  for  the 
issuance  by  aqueduct  companies  of  capital  stock  representing  a  fixed 
amount  of  money  like  the  capital  stock  of  corporations  authorized 
under  other  statutes,  and  the  statutes  contemplated  only  the  issu- 
ance of  certificates  representing  fractional  ownership  of  the  entire 
cuBsets. 

Re  Bethel  Light  Co.  XJ.  No.  103,  Feb.  23,  1916,  $17,000  common 
capital  stock  to  be  issued  to  the  Merrill-Springer  Company  in  part 
payment  for  a  lighting  business,  and  property  used  in  connection 
therewith  in  Bethel. 

Re  Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.  U-109,  Feb.  29,  1916,. 
$250,000  first  and  refunding  mortgage  5  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold 
at  not  less  than  93  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the 
proceeds  used  for  reimbursing  treasury  for  moneys  expended  for 
additions,  extensions,  and  improvements,  and  for  reimbursing  treas- 
ury for  the  purchase  of  water  privileges  known  as  the  Hiram  Falls 
privilege  from  the  Pepperell  Manufacturing  Company  and  for 
partially  developing  the  same. 

Re  ITew  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  U-106,  March  7,  1916, 
order  authorizing  the  issue  of  not  to  exceed  751  shares  of  capital 
stock  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the  outstanding  capital  stock  of 
the  Maine  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company;  the  exchange  to  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  three  shares  of  applicants'  capital  stock  for  35 
shares  of  the  stock  of  the  Maine  company;  the  exchange  of  appli- 
cants' stock  for  less  than  the  aforesaid  proportional  niunber  of  shares 
of  the  Maine  stock  to  be  made  by  the  payment  of  cash  for  the  differ- 
ence between  applicants'  stock  at  $130  per  share  and  the  stock  of 
the  Maine  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  at  $11.14  per  share, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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these  figures  being  based  on  the  present  comparative  dividend  rates 
of  the  two  companies. 

Be  I^ew  England  Tdeph,  &  Teleg.  Co.  U-No.  105,  March  7,  1916, 
order  autborizdng  the  issue  of  so  much  of  applicants^  capital  stock, 
not  to  exceed  794  shares  in  all,  as  may  be  necessary  to  acquire  the 
outstanding  capital  stock  of  the  Aroostook  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company,  the  exchange  to  be  made  on  equal  terms,  being  one  share 
of  the  capital  stock  of  the  New  England  company  of  a  par  value  of 
^100  for  10  shares  of  the  stock  of  the  Aroostook  Telephone  &  Tele- 
graph Company  of  a  par  value  of  $10;  in  order  to  avoid  the  issue 
of  fractional  shares  of  its  own  stock  where  purchases  are  made  other 
than  in  multiples  of  10,  the  company  was  authorized  to  exchange 
one  share  of  its  stock  for  a  block  of  less  than  10  shares  of  the 
Aroostook  stock  plus  a  payment  in  cash  representing  the  difference 
between  the  value  of  its  diare  of  $130  and  the  stock  so  purchased 
at  $13  per  share. 

Massachusetts.— Re  Cambridge  Gaslight  Co.  Feb.  12,  1916,  $120,- 
000  new  common  capital  stock  to  be  issued  at  200  per  cent  of  par, 
and  the  proceeds  to  be  applied  to  the  payi^ent  and  cancelation  of 
an  equal  amount  of  the  obligations  of  the  oompany  represented  by 
promissory  notes  given  for  construction;  if  any  shares  remain  un- 
subscribed by  the  stockholders  entitled  to  take  them  under  the  pro- 
visions of.  law,  such  shares  shall  be  offered  for  sale  upon  advertise- 
ment. 

Re  Randolph  &  H.  Power  &  Electric  Co.  March  10,  1916,  $100,000 
capital  stock  to  be  issued  at  par  and  the  proceeds  of  $4,900  thereof 
to  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  transformers  and  meters,  and  of  $95,- 
100  thereof  to  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  the  plant  and  proper^ 
of  the  Randolph  Light  &  Power  Association.  The  property  to  be 
acquired  was  appraised  in  1912  at  $40,483  for  the  electric  property 
and  $33,593  for  the  real  estate,  and.  since  that  time  exp^oiditures 
iiad  been  made  upon  the  plant  amounting  to  $47,543,  but  property 
valued  therein  at  $20,000  has  been  withdrawn  from  the  sale.  Part 
of  the  property  consisted  of  a  generating  system  which  had  little 
\alue  except  in  emergency,  since  electricity  was  purchased  for  dis- 
tribution from  another  company,  but  its  boilers  supply  steam  to 
the  leased  shops  on  the  premises  and  are  operated  for  this  purpose, 
and  in  consequence  the  station  is  available  at  all  times  for  emer- 
gencies. 

Re  Citizens'  Gas,  Electric,  &  Power  Co.  March  10,  1916,  $14,000 
common  capital  stock,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  payment  and 
cancelation  of  an  equal  amount  of  outstanding  notes;  if  any  shares 
remain  unsubscribed  for  by  stockholders,  they  shall  be  sold  upon 
advertisement. 

Michigan.— Rb  United  Home  Teleph.  Co.  D-899,  ISTov,  29,  1915, 
order  authorizing  telephone  company  to  amend  its  articles  of  aaso- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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elation  providing  for  the  increase  of  its  capital  stock  from  $500,000 
to  $600^000,  all  of  which  increase  shall  be  preferred  6  per  cent  stock, 
and  to  issue  out  of  the  unissued  bonds  in  the  hands  of  the  trustee 
bonds  of  a  par  value  of  $61^5009  and  to  issue  $92^189  of  said  pre- 
ferred stock  to  be  sold  at  par,  and  bot^  said  stock  and  bonds  to  be 
used  to  pay  for  property  to  be  conveyed  by  the  Michigan  State 
Telephone  Company  in  addition  to  the  property  to  be  conveyed  by 
the  petitioner  to  the  said  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company,  the 
excess  value  thereof  amounting  to  $163,689. 

Mt.  Pleasant  light  &  Fuel  Co.  D-988,  Jan.  25,  1916,  $125,000 
first  mortgage  5  per  cent  bonds,  $65,000  thereof  to  be  exchanged 
for  outstanding  bonds,  and  $60,000  thereof  to  be  sold  for  cash  for 
not  less  than  90  per  c^it  of  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  discharg- 
ing indebtedness  and  for  extensions  of  facilities. 

Ee  Allen  Electric  Lighting  &  Power  Co.  D-983,  Jan.  26,  1916, 
$2,000  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par  and  the  proceeds 
used  for  the  construction  of  an  electric  lighting  system. 

Be  Garden  Bay  S.  Co,  D-946,  Jan.  26, 1916,  $25,000  capital  stock 
to  be  assigned  to  five  owners  of  a  railway  upon  tiie  conveyance  of 
all  the  land  and  property  of  said  railway. 

Re  Mineral  Bange  B.  Co.  D-712,  Feb.  3, 1916,  $100,000  6  per  cent 
equipment  trust  obligations  maturing  at  intervals  of  six  months  for 
a  period  of  five  years  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  100  rock  cars,  and 
to  be  issued  only  upon  delivery  of  said  cars. 

Be  Michigan  B.  Co.  D-581,  Feb.  10,  1916,  authority  heretofore 
granted  to  issue  and  sell  not  more  than  $8,000,000  principal  amount 
of  first  lien  6  per  cent  five-year  gold  notes  limited  to  the  issue  and 
sale  of  $7,000,000  thereof;  authority  heretofore  given  to  issue  $10,- 
772,600  first  mortgage  thirty-year  5  per  cent  gold  bonds  limited  to 
$8,750,000,  and  that  pending  the  sale  of  such  bonds  the  same  may 
be  pledged  as  collateral  to  the  payment  of  the  notes  hereinbefore 
authorized;  jurisdiction  retained  for  the  purpose  of  determining  fu- 
ture issues. 

Be  Winn  Teleph.  Co.  D-948,  Feb.  15,  1916,  $2,000  common  capi- 
tal stock,  $1,000  thereof  to  be  assigned  to  individuals  composing  the 
Winn  Bural  Telephone  Company,  upon  conveyance  to  the  corpora- 
tion of  all  lines,  property,  and  effects  of  such  partnership,  and  $1,000 
thereof  to  be  sold  at  par  for  cash,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  pur- 
chase of  materials  and  the  payment  of  labor  in  the  construction  of 
telephone  lines  and  facilities. 

Be  South  Haven  Gas  Co.  D-1004,  Feb.  16,  1916,  order  approv- 
ing execution  of  a  mortgage  for  $500,000,  securing  bonds  for  like 
amount,  and  to  issue  $120,000  of  such  bonds  to  retire  $120,000 
bonds  now  outstanding. 

Be  Sturgis  Gas  Co.  D-309,  Feb,  16,  1916,  order  authorizing  the 
execution  of  a  $500,000  first  and  refunding  mortgage  securing  bonds 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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IB  like  amount  bearing  <  per  cent  interest;  to  issue  $100,000  of  such 
bonds  at  par  to  be  exchanged  for  and  used  to  retire  bonds  of  a  like 
amount,  and  to  issue  $19,000  of  said  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  90  per  cent  of  par,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  to  reimburse  the 
treasury  for  moneys  expended  for  permanent  improvements  and  the 
payment  of  bilk. 

Be  Delray  Connecting  R.  Co.  D-1007,  Feb.  18,  1916,  to  increase 
capital  stock  from  $50,000  to  $1,000,000,  and  to  issue  $750,000  of 
such  stock  for  $178,732.92  in  cash  and  $671,267.08  in  other  prop- 
erty ;  the  balance  of  $200,000  stock  to  remain  in  the  treasury  until 
further  order. 

Re  Plymouth  &  N.  Gas  Co.  D-843,  Feb.  18,  1916,  $5,000  addi- 
tional capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  lees  than  par,  and  the  proceeds 
used  for  the  payment  of  indebtedness  incurred  for  construction, 
extensions,  and  improvements  of  gas-making  facilities. 

Re  Almont  Teleph.  Co.  D-991,  Feb.  21,  1916,  $15,000  common 
capital  stock,  of  which  $10,100  is  to  be  distributed  for  the  purchase 
of  the  Almont  Telephone  Company  and  the  balance  is  to  remain  in 
the  treasury  of  the  company  until  further  order. 

Re  Lansing  Fuel  &  Gas  Co.  D-543,  Feb.  25,  1916,  $24,000  bonds 
to  be  sold  at  cash  for  not  less  than  95  per  cent  of  par,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds derived  to  be  expended  in  paym«it  for  85  per  cent  of  obliga- 
tions assumed  in  making  improvem^its,  betterments,  and  extensions. 

Re  Manistique  light  k  P.  Co.  D-617,  March  4,  1916,  $200,000 
first  mortgage  6  per  cent  bonds,  of  which  $175,000  are  to  be  sold 
for  cash  at  not  less  than  par  and  the  proceeds  used  to  retire  present 
outstanding  bonds,  to  purchase  additional  water-power  rights  and 
flowage  lands,  and  to  make  immediate  extensions,  betterments,  and 
improvements;  $25,000  of  such  bonds  to  remain  in  the  treasury  until 
further  order. 

Re  Platte  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  2644, 
March  8,  1916,  $14,000  6  per  cent  promissory  notes  to  be  used  with 
$1,000  cash  for  the  purchase  of  the  Columbus  exchange  of  the 
Nebraska  Telephone  Company ;  the  company  was  further  authorized 
to  issue  $15,000  common  capital  stock,  the  proceeds  to  be  applied 
to  the  purchase  of  the  telephone  plant  above  referred  to  and  the 
jayment  of  the  above  notes  given  therefor. 

in  this  case  the  engineer  of  the  Commission  reported  that  the 
property  to  be  acquired  was  reasonably  requfred  by  applicant,  that  it 
cannot  be  considered  as  a  duplication  or  unnecessary  development, 
and  that  it  was  worth  the  price  to  be  paid. 

Re  Hart  Milling  &  Power  Co.  D-999,  March  13,  1916,  $50,000 
6  per  cent  corporate  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par,  and  the 
proceeds  used  for  discharging  the  valid  outstanding  indebtedness  of 
the  corporation. 

Nebraska. — Re  Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Application  2609, 
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Jan.  11^  1916,  $1^500,000  first  mortgage  bonds^  of  which  amount 
$300,000  is  to  be  deposited  with  the  treasurer  of  the  company  sub- 
ject to  further  order,  and  $1,200,000  thereof  to  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  93  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest^  and  the  proceeds  used 
for  refunding  mortgages,  payment  of  debts,  retirement  of  preferred 
stock  and  common  stock,  and  for  extensions  and  additions. 

Re  Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  2626,  Feb.  5,  1916, 
$4,000,000  4rJ  per  cent  notes  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  98  per  cent 
of  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  refunding  and  retiring  $4,000,000 
promissory  notes  outstanding  and  about  to  mature;  applicant  di- 
rected to  establish  an  amortization  account  equal  to  1  per  cent  an- 
nually of  the  entire  issue. 

£e  Citizens  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  2640,  Feb. 
15,  1916,  $1,264  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  coah  for  not  less  than 
par  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  purchase  of  the  lines  and  equip- 
ment of  the  Creighton  Valley  Mutual  Telephone  Company  and  the 
Nine  Mile  Mutual  Telephone  Company. 

Be  South  Side  Sewer  Co.  Application  No.  2646,  Feb.  17,  1916, 
$2,000  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  cash  f<Hr  not  less  than  par,  and  the 
proceeds  used  for  the  purpose  of  building  sewers  in  Ashland. 

New  Jersey. — Re  New  Jersey  Power  &  Light  Co.  Feb.  9,  1916, 
$650,000  5  per  cent  bonds  to  be  issued  at  not  less  than  86  per  cent 
of  par,  $161,000  of  preferred  stock  at  par,  and  $164,300  of  common 
stock  at  par  upon  a  finding  that  the  value  of  the  property  involved 
in  the  reorganization  of  the  several  companies  is  $884,319  and  upon 
condition  that  the  New  Jersey  Power  &  Light  Company  set  up  ac- 
crued depreciation  in  the  sum  of  $105,229,  and  amortize  the  discount 
of  the  bonds  herein  permitted  to  be  issued,  and  upon  condition  that 
petitioner  stipulate  that  it  will  comply  with  any  conditions  as  to 
service  and  extensions  of  property  heretofore  imposed  upon  any  of 
the  companies  to  this  proceeding. 

Re  Delaware  &  A.  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  March  14,  1916,  $12,000 
common  capital  stock  by  the  Hackettown  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  of  which  $9,000  stock  was  to  be  delivered  to  the  Delaware 
&  Atlantic  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  for  a  telephone  plant, 
and  $3,000  used  to  make  needed  extensions  thereto,  it  appearing  such 
transfer  will  not  result  in  a  majority  control  by  the  vendor  company. 

New  York,  Second  District — Re  Montgomery  Electric  Light  & 
P.  Co.  Case  No.  5250,  Dec.  7,  1915,  $15,000  common  capital  stock 
to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  transmission  line  and  substations,  and  for  the  pur- 
chase of  capital  stock  of  an  existing  gas  company  in  Cherry  Valley. 

Re  New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.  Case  No.  3191,  Dec.  16,  1916, 
order  approving  use  of  imexpended  proceeds  of  Boston  ft  Albany 
equipment  trust  certificate  of  1912,  amounting  to  $6,740.50,  toward 
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the  purchase  of  eight  40-ton  automobile  box  cars  of  an  estimated 
cost  of  $8,000. 

Re  Western  New  York  &  P.  Traction  Co.  Case  No.  4820,  Dec.  20, 
1915,  $102,000  5  per  cent  fifty-year  first  and  reftinding  mortgage 
gold  bonds  sold  at  not  less  than  83  per  cent  of  their  par,  and  the 
proceeds  used  for  the  reimbursement  of  the  treasury  for  moneys 
actually  expended  from  income  for  the  acquisition  of  fbced  assets. 

Re  Perry  Teleph.  Co.  Case  No.  6037,  Dec.  21,  1915,  $39,000  5  per 
cent  twenty-year  first  mortgage  bonds  to  be  sold  at  par,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds used  for  the  sale  or  exchange  at  par  of  $30,000  outstanding 
first  mortgage  bonds  and  $9,500  notes. 

Re  International  R.  Co.  Case  No.  3109,  Dec.  28,  1915,  order 
amending  order  of  December  5,  1912,  to  permit  the  issuance  of 
$10,000  refunding  and  improvement  5  per  cent  fifty-year  gold  mort- 
gage bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  87  per  cent  of  par,  and  the 
proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  retirement  of  second  mortgage  sinking 
fund  gold  bonds  of  the  Buffalo,  Niagara  Falls  Electric  Railway, 
amounting  to  $10,000;  $13,000  to  be  provided  from  other  sources. 

Re  Northern  New  York  Utilities  Inc.  Case  No.  5055,  Dec.  28, 
1915,  $92,000  5  per  cent  fifty-year  first  mortgage  bonds  to  be  sold 
at  not  less  than  87^  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest  and  $23,000 
common  stock  and  $165,000  7  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock, 
the  proceeds  of  said  stock  and  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  purchase  of 
electric  utilities,  and  for  construction,  and  for  moneys  expended  from 
income  for  the  acquisition  of  fixed  assets,  upon  condition  that*  the 
<jifference  between  the  amount  of  the  purchase  price  and  the  value 
of  the  net  assets  of  the  companies  be  amortized. 

Re  Chaumont  Electric  Light  Co.  Case  No.  5621,  Dec.  28,  1915, 
$6,100  capital  stock  issued  in  1911  for  the  purchase  of  electric  light 
plant  and  property  in  the  village  of  Chaumont. 

Re  Northern  New  York  Utilities,  Inc.  Case  No.  4876,  Dec.  28, 
1915,  $218,000  5  per  cent  fifty-year  first  mortgage  bonds  to  be  sold 
at  not  less  than  87^  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest;  $82,700 
common  stock  and  $60,000  7  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock 
to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par,  and  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  said 
stock  and  bonds  to  be  used  for  certain  land  and  water  power,  and 
reimbursement  of  its  treasury  for  option  money  paid. 

Re  St.  Lawrence  River  Power  Co.  Case  No.  4642,  Dec.  30,  1915, 
order  approving  nunc  pro  tunc  of  the  issue  and  sale  made  in  August, 
1913,  of  $19,416.55  shares  of  capital  stock  to  the  St.  Lawrence  Se- 
curities Company,  and  the  use  made  of  the  proceeds  thereof. 

Re  Callicoon  Independent  Electric  Co.  Inc.  Case  No.  4949,  Dec. 
30,  1915,  $1,800  common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  par  and*  the 
proceeds  used  for  the  construction  of  an  electric  light  plant  in 
Delaware  and  Callicoon. 

Re  Lehigh-Buffalo  Terminal  R.  Corp,  Case  No.  4885,  Dec.  31, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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1915,  $4,660,000  6  per  cent  fifty-year  gold  debenture  bonds  and 
$50,000  common  capital  stock,  all  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par 
and  aocrued  interest,  if  any,  and  proceeds  used  for  the  purchase  of 
real  estate,  the  system  of  the  Lehigh  Valley  Bailway  Company,  and 
construction. 

Be  Darien  Teleph.  Co.  Case  No.  5368,  Jan.  20,  1916,  $6,000  com- 
mon capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par,  and  the  proceeds 
used  for  the  payment  of  indebtedness  incurred  for  construction  and 
the  purchase  of  a  lot,  and  for  proposed  new  construction  and  the 
purchase  of  personal  property  in  so  far  as  the  same  is  properly 
chargeable  to  fixed  capital  as  defined  in  the  uniform  system  of  ac- 
counts for  telephone  corporations  adopted  by  this  Commission. 

Re  Union  Teleph.  Co.  Inc.  Case  No.  5027,  Jan.  20,  1916,  order 
approving  nunc  pro  tunc  the  issue  of  $10,000  common  capital  stock 
the  proceeds  of  which  were  used  to  pay  for  the  entire  outstanding 
capital  stock  of  the  Union  Telephone  Company;  order  authorizing 
the  execution  and  delivery  of  a  mortgage  upon  all  plant  and  prop- 
erty to  secure  $100,000  5  per  cent  fifty-year  gold  bonds,  and  to 
issue  $13,000  thereof  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds or  the  bonds  to  be  nsed  to  take  up  and  retire  outstanding  bonds 
of  like  amount. 

Re  Tri-County  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  2871,  Jan.  20,  1916, 
order  amending  clauses  1,  3,  and  6  of  order  of  June  18,  1912,  to 
provide  for  the  issuance  of  $5,000  common  capital  stock  and  $40,000 
5  per  cent  first  mortgage  gold  bonds,  such  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not 
less  than  9^  per  cent  of  par,  and  $38,000  of  the  proceeds  to  be  used 
for  construction,  and  for  payment  of  indebtedness  incurred  for  capi- 
tal expenditures  and  working  capital,  upon  condition  that  the  work- 
ing capital  shall  be  retained  to  carry  accounts  receivable,  and  to 
provide  a  sufficient  amount  of  materials  and  supplies  to  economically 
conduct  business,  and  that  no  part  of  said  stock  and  bonds  shall 
be  sold  unless  the  whole  proceeds  will  net  more  than  $43,000.  The 
Commission  further  authorized  the  issue  of  $11,900  common  capital 
stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par,  and  the  stock  or  proceeds  to  be 
used  to  complete  payments  due  on  the  purchase  of  land  and  water 
rights. 

Re  Oswego  County  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  800  and  Salmon  River 
Power  Co.  Cases  Nos.  3393  and  4387,  Jan.  20,  1916,  it  appearing 
that  only  $110,000  of  the  $300,000  bonds  authorized  by  order  of 
July  29,  1914,  can  be  legally  issued,  the  said  order  was  amended 
to  permit  the  company  to  issue  $110,000  5  per  cent  first  mortgage 
bonds  to  be  sold  at  85  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest,  and 
$93,500  of  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  payment  and  disdiarge 
of  obligations  actually  due  and  owing  on  account  of  that  part  of  the 
cost  of  construction  of  a  hydroelectric  plant  which  the  proceeds  of 
the  bonds  heretofore  authorized  in  cases  Nos.  800  and  3393  shall  not 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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have  been  sufBeient  to  pay,  and  such  proceeds  to  be  further  used 
for  the  construction  work  described  in  certain  affidavits  annexed 
to  the  petition  herein  (Case  No.  4387) ;  the  $110,000  bonds  herein 
authorized  to  include  bonds  heretofore  sold. 

Re  International  R.  Co.  Case  No.  4795,  Jan.  30,  1916,  subdivision 
2  of  ordering  clause  No.  3  of  order  of  March  3,  1915,  modified  to 
provide  for  a  redistribution  of  proceeds  of  securities  sold  there- 
under. 

Oswego  County  Light  &  Power  Co.  Case  No.  800,  Salmon  River 
Power  Co.  Cases  Nos.  3393  and  4387,  Jan.  20,  1916,  it  appearing 
that  $300,000  bonds  authorized  July  29,  1914,  for  the  purchase  of 
land  and  the  construction  of  a  hydroelectric  plant  was  amended 
imder  even  date  to  provide  for  the  issuance  of  $110,000  of  such 
bonds,  and  it  having  been  determined  what  amount  of  securities  was 
necessary  for  the  completion  of  such  plant,  the  said  order  of  July 
29,  1914,  was  amended  and  the  company  authorized  to  issue  $546,- 
000  gold  notes  to  be  sold  at  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds used  for  the  discharge  of  obligations  to  the  Erie  Construction 
Company  incurred  on  the  contracts  for  the  construction  of  a  hydro- 
electric plant  at  Salmon  river;  specified  book  entries  to  be  made  and 
the  above  order  not  to  become  effective  until  such  journal  entries 
shall  have  been  approved  by  the  Commission  and  a  satisfactory  stipu- 
lation agreeing  to  the  terms  of  this  order  be  filed  by  the  petitioner; 
that  $413,396.94  of  the  above  issue  is  properly  chargeable  to  in- 
come. 

Ohio.— Re  Little  Miami  R.  Co.  No.  719,  Jan.  14,  1916,  $177,700 
4  per  cent  special  guaranteed  betterment  stock  to  be  delivered  to 
the  Pittsburg,  Cincinnati,  &  St.  Louis  Railway  Company  in  dis- 
charge of  $177,700  of  the  indebtedness  of  applicant  to  the  lessees  of 
its  property  for  additions,  extensions,  and  improvements  made  thereto 
by  the  lessee. 

Re  Springfield  Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.  No.  647,  Jan.  26,  1916, 
$181,000  general  and  refunding  mortgage  5  per  cent  bonds  to  be  sold 
at  not  less  than  80  per  cent  at  par,  and  $100,000  6  per  cent  pre- 
ferred capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par,  and  the  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  $150,000  bonds  and  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
said  capital  stock  to  be  used  for  the  reimbursement  of  applicant's 
treasury  for  the  sum  of  $220,000  expended  from  income  for  the  con- 
struction of  additions,  extensions,  and  improvements,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds from  the  sale  of  "$31,000  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  reimburse- 
ment of  applicant's  treasury  for  the  amount  paid  from  income  into 
the  sinking  fund  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  its  first  mortgage. 

Re  Williams  County  Teleph.  Co.  No.  695,  Jan.  31,  1916,  $25,000 
common  capital  stock  of  which  $6,000  is  to  be  sold  for  not  less  than 
par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  payment  of  indebtedness  incurred 
in  the  purchase  of  the  outstanding  stock  of  the  Montpelier  Tele- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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I)hone  Company,  and  the  balance,  amounting  to  $20,000  of  said  cap- 
ital stock,  to  be  issued  in  exchange  for  $20,000  outstanding  preferred 
capital  stock  of  the  Montpelier  Telephone  Company;  to  assume  the 
payment  of  the  principal  and  interest  of  $20,000  of  outstanding  bond- 
ed indebtedness  of  the  Montpelier  Telephone  Company  pursuant  to 
authority  to  purchase  the  property  and  assets  of  the  Montpelier  Tele- 
I'hone  Company,  granted  by  order  No.  694,  Jan.  31,  1916;  the  above 
securities  to  be  rendered  non-negotiable  upon  acquisition,  and,  upon 
the  dissolution  of  the  Montpelier  Telephone  Company,  to  be  de- 
stroyed. 

Be  Ohio  Service  Co.  No.  703,  Feb.  1,  1916,  $248,900  preferred 
capital  stock  to  be  exchanged  for  the  outstanding  preferred  capital 
stock  of  the  Coshocton  Light  &  Heating  Company  amounting  to 
$248,900;  $150,000  common  capital  stock  to  be  exchanged  for  the 
outstanding  capital  stock  of  the  Coshocton  Light  &  Heating  Com- 
pany of  a  par  value  of  $300,000  and  $358,800  6  per  cent  convertible 
trust  notes  of  which  $71,000  is  to  be  sold  at  par  and  the  proceeds 
used  to  discharge  a  $71,000  first  mortgage  upon  the  property  of  the 
Coshocton  Light  &  Heating  Company,  the  balance  thereof,  amounting 
to  $287,800,  to  be  sold  for  not  less  than  88^  per  cent  of  par,  and 
proceeds  used  to  discharge  the  outstanding  interest-bearing  notes 
of  the  Coshocton  Light  &  Heating  Company  amounting  to  $254,680, 
pursuant  to  authorization  to  purchase  the  property,  plant,  and  as- 
sets of  the  Coshocton  Light  &  Heating  Company  granted  by  order 
No.  705;  the  above  securities  to  be  rendered  non-negotiable  upon 
acquisition,  and,  upon  the  dissolution  of  the  Coshocton  Light  & 
Heating  Company,  to  be  canceled  and  destroyed. 

Ee  Cincinnati  I.  &  W.  R.  Co.  No.  746,  Feb.  1,  1916,  $560,000  5 
per  cent  equipment  gold  notes  to  be  sold  for  not  less  than  par,  and 
the  proceeds  used  for  the  payment  of  80  per  cent  of  the  purchase 
price  of  equipment. 

Re  Dresden  Electric  Light  Co.  No.  726,  Feb.  7, 1916,  $5,000  capi- 
tal stock  to  be  delivered  in  payment  for  the  property  to  be  trans- 
ferred by  Dresden  Electric  Light  &  Waterworks  Compajiy,  a 
partnership,  under  authority  granted  in  order  No.  744. 

Re  Northern  Ohio  Traction  &  Light  Co.  No.  702,  Feb.  23,  1916, 
$1,618,400  6  per  cent  preferred  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  96  per  cent  of  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  payment  of 
the  uncapitalized  balance  of  1914  improvements,  the  payment  of  1915 
additions  and  improvements,  and  for  proposed  1916  improvements. 

Re  Kermit  Gas  Co.  No.  708,  Feb.  23,  1916,  $9,000,000  capital 
stock  and  $7,500,000  first  mortgage  6  per  cent  gold  bonds;  $413,000 
bonds  to  be  sold  for  not  less  than  .90  per  cent  of  par;  the  capital 
stock  and  $7,087,000  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  payment  of  the  con- 
sideration of  property  to  be  acquired,  all  of  said  stock  to  be  changed 
at  par  for  tlie  outstanding  stock  of  the  United  Fuel  &  Gas  Company, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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of  the  par  value  of  $2,000,000,  and  the  bonds  to  be  issued  in  ex- 
change for  the  funded  debt  of  the  United  Fuel  &  Gas  Company,  and 
to  refund  at  par  the  demand  notes  of  the  United  Fuel  &  Gas  Com- 
pany, the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  said  $413,000  bonds  to  remain  in 
applicant's  treasury  for  working  capital ;  upon  the  acquisition  of  the 
capital  stock,  bonds,  and  notes  of  the  United  Fuel  &  Gas  Company 
the  same  shall,  be  canceled  and  destroyed. 

Re  Northern  Ohio  Traction  &  Light  Co.  No.  752,  Feb.  23,  1916, 
$1,518,400  6  per  cent  preferred  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  95  per  cent  of  par,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  the  payment 
of  the  uncapitalized  balance  of  the  cost  of  1914  additions  and  im- 
provements, for  the  payment  for  applicant's  1915  additions  and  im- 
provements, and  for  the  payment  of  applicant's  proposed  1916  ad- 
ditions and  improvements. 

Re  Ohio  Gas,  Light,  &  Coke  Co.  No.  737,  Feb.  24,  1916,  $5,000 
first  mortgage,  6  per  cent  bonds  and  $50,000  7  per  cent  preferred 
capital  stock,  and,  as  the  company  may  elect,  $25,000  of  common  or 
preferred  stock  or  bonds,  said  stock  and  bonds  to  be  sold  for  not 
less  than  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for 
additions,  extensions,  and  improvements  to  facilities. 

Re  Greenwich  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  No.  717,  Feb.  25,  1916,  $3,800 
common  capital  stock  to  be  exchanged  for  an  equal  number  of  shares 
of  the  common  capital  stock  of  the  Clinton  Air  Line  Telephone 
Company  in  consummation  of  the  purchase  of  property  authorized 
by  order  No.  716. 

Re  Amhurst  Home  Teleph.  Co.  No.  757,  March  14,  1916,  $30,000 
common  capital  stock  of  which  $20,000  is  to  be  sold  for  not  less 
than  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  to  discharge  indebtedness  incurred 
for  construction,  and  to  reimburse  treasury  for  moneys  expended 
from  income  during  the  years  1912,  1913,  1914,  and  1915  for  con- 
struction, and  to  provide  for  additional  extensions;  the  remaining 
$10,000  stock  to  be  issued  to  the  holders  of  a  like  amount  of  appli- 
cant's stock  the  proceeds  of  which  was  applied  to  the  payment  of 
indebtedness  incurred  in  construction,  and  issued  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Commission. 

Re  Steubenville  R.  Co.  No.  777,  March  16,  1916,  $12,600  6  per 
cent  promissory  notes  to  be  issued  as  evidence  of  the  deferred  pay- 
ment for  three  electric  cars  purchased  at  a  cost  of  $16,800. 

Re  Hillsboro,  C.  &  B.  Traction  Co.  No.  620,  March  16,  1916, 
$300,000  common  capital  stock,  $200,000  6  per  cent  preferred  capital 
stock,  and  $1,300,000  5  per  cent  first  mortgage  bonds,  $140,000  of 
said  common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  75  per  cent 
of  pai-,  and  said  preferred  stock  and  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  80  per  cent  of  par,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sales  used  for  the 
purchase  of  depot  sites  and  other  properties  and  for  the  construction 
and  equipment  of  a  line  of  interurban  electric  railroad  between  Hills- 
P.U.R.lWiC. 
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boro  ftnd  Chillicothe,  Ohio ;  when  sufficient  of  said  capital  stock  and 
bonds  have  been  actually  sold  or  the  sale  thereof  guaranteed,  to  in- 
sure the  completion  and  equipment  of  said  line  of  interurban  rail- 
road^ the  balance  of  said  common  capital  stock  amounting  to  $160,- 
000  may  be  issued  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  in 
)>ayment  for  engineering  expenses,  legal  service,  right  of  way,  fran- 
chises, organization,  and  promotion.  Application  for  authority  to  is- 
sue $400,000  additional  first  mortgage  bonds  withheld. 

Philippine  Islands. — ^Re  Visayan  Electric  Co.  Case  No.  574,  Dec. 
2,  1915,  order  approving  an  issue  of  9,800  pesos  capital  stock  issued . 
without  authority,  and  authorizing  an  issue  of  15,800  pesos  capital 
stock  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  par,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  balance  due  on  the  purchase  price  of  new  machinery,  and 
the  reimbursement  of  the  surplus  account  for  payments  made  for  im- 
provements and  additions. 

Re  Cebu  Teleph.  Co.  Case  No.  573,  Dec.  2,  1915,  8,600  pesos 
capital  stock  to  be  used  to  reimburse  the  surplus  account  for  expendi- 
tures made  for  improvements,  and  an  issue  of  6,400  pesos  capital 
stock  formerly  issued  without  authority. 

Re  Tabacalera  S.  S.  Co.  Case  No.  714,  Jan.  7,  1916,  W75,000 
capital  stock  to  be  delivered  to  the  Compania  General  de  Tabacos  de 
Filipinas,  together  with  ^5,000  in  cash  to  reimburse  such  company 
for  the  purchase  price  of  a  steamboat  bought  by  it  on  account  of  the 
i'.pplicant. 

y^rmon^.— Re  Public  Electric  Light  Co.  No.  443,  Jan.  5,  1916, 
$160,000  6  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock  to  be  sold  at  not 
less  than  par  and  the  proceeds  used  for  discharging  second  mortgage 
gold  bonds  of  the  Vermont  Power  &  Manufacturing  Company  as- 
sumed upon  the  purchase  of  the  property  of  said  company. 

Montpelier  &  B.  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  458,  March  13,  1916,  $250,- 
000  6  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
changing said  stock  at  par  for  outstanding  bonds  at  the  face  value 
thereof,  with  accrued  interest ;  such  bonds  to  be  retired  and  canceled 
when  so  exchanged. 

Re  Bethel  Teleph.  Co.  No.  455,  March  22,  1916,  order  certif^nng 
that  the  amendment  of  the  charter  of  the  Bethel  Telephone  Company 
increasing  the  capital  stock  authorized  thereby  from  $10,000  to  $50,- 
000  will  promote  the  general  good  of  the  state. 

Re  Bethel  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co,  No.  655,  March  22,  1916,  order 
authorizing  a  telephone  company  to  issue  $25,000  capital  stock  at 
par  for  the  purchase  of  competing  telephone  systems  reasonably  worth 
that  sum,  where  the  consolidation  will  eliminate  duplicaticMi  and  be 
conducive  to  better  service. 
P.U.IL1916a 
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NBW  YORK  PUBLIC  S£RVICE  COMMISSION,  SECOND  DISTRICT. 

RE  BINGHAMTON  LIGHT,  HEAT,  &  POWEB  COMPANY. 
[Case  No.  &308.] 

SeeurUp  issues -^  Purposes '^  CandiUons, 

1,  The  Binghamton  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  was  author- 
ized to  execute  a  mortgage  open  as  to  amount;  to  issue  $798^00  face 
▼alue  of  thirty-year  gold  bonds  secured  thereby,  of  which  $500,000  are 
to  be  sold  at '90  and  accrued  interest,  and  $298,000  at  not  less  than 
871  and  accrued  interest;  to  issue  $280,300  par  value  of  6  per  cent 
cumulative  preferred  stock;  upon  its  agreement  to  correct  its  fixed 
capital  and  other  accounts  to  conform  with  the  requirement  of  the  imi- 
form  system  of  accounts  for  electrical  corporations;  to  set  up  and 
momtain  an  adequate  reserve  for  accrued  amortusation  of  capital;  and 
to  amortize  through  earnings  any  deficiency  in  assets,  including  a  de- 
ficiency in  its  reserve  as  compared  with  liabilities,  the  amortization  to 
be  in  the  manner  and  at  the  rate  prescribed  by  the  Commission;  the 
proceeds  from  the  issues  to  be  used,  $449,000  for  the  reacquisition  of 
its  first  refunding  5  per  cent  gold  bonds,  $150,000  for  the  exchange  of 
noncumulative  6  per  cent  preferred  stock  on  the  basis  of  par  for  par, 
$288,338.48  for  the  discharge  of  promissory  notes,  $77,300  for  proposed 
expenditures  for  additions  and  betterments,  and  $26,411.53  for  working 
capital. 

Security  issues -^  Jurisdiction  of  Cowitnission -^  Approval  of  securi^ 
Hes  for  maintenance  and  replacements. 

2.  The  New  York  Commission  has  authority  imder  9  •^  o'  the 
I^iblic  Service  Commissions  law,  as  amended  in  1910,  to  approve,  in  a 
proper  case,  an  issue  of  securities  for  the  purpose  of  maintenance  of 
service  and  making  replacements,  provided  that  the  purposes  are  ex- 
pressly stated  and  certified  in  the  order,  and  the  transaction  is  safe* 
jfbarded  by  requiring  the  due  and  timely  anortiaatioii  or  other  extin- 
guishment of  the  charges  thus  created. 

[AprU  11,  1916.1 

Application  for  authority  to  issue  securities;  granted  upon 
conditions. 

Appearances:  William  S.  Barstow,  President,  Ourtiss, 
Keenan,  &  Tuthill,  attorneys,  for  petitioner. 

[1]  Van  Santvoordy  Chairman:  Under  its  petitions  herein 
of  November  29  and  December  18,  1915,  respectively,  the  Bing- 
hamton Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  has  asked  for  approval 
by  this  Commission  of,  first,  the  execution  of  an  open  mortgage 
on  its  property  to  secure  bonds  to  a  maximum  amount  not  speci- 

P-U.R.1916C.  49 
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fied;  second,  for  authority  to  issue  at  once  $798,000  face  value 
of  bonds  secured  by  such  mortgage,  of  which  $500,000  are  to  be 
sold  at  90  per  cent  of  par  and  interest  and  $298,000  are  to  be 
sold  at  not  less  than  87^  per  cent  of  par  and  accrued  interest; 
third,  for  authority  to  issue  6  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  capi- 
tal stock  to  an  amount  of  $280,300  at  par  value;  and,  fourth, 
for  authority  to  use  said  bonds  or  the  proceeds  thereof  amoiinting 
to  $710,750,  and  said  preferred  stock  or  the  proceeds  thereof 
amounting  to  $280,300  (making  in  all  $991,050),  for  the  follow- 
ing purposes: 

1   For  the  reacquisition  of  ita  first  refunding  5  per  cent  gold 

bonds $449,000.00 

2.  For  exchange  on  the  basis  of  par  for  par  for  6  per  cent  non- 

cumnlatiYe  preferred  capital  stock  now  outstanding 160^000.00 

3.  For  the  discharge  of  promissory  notes  outstanding 288,338.48 

4.  For  proposed  expenditures  for  additions  and  betterments  to 

its  property    77,300.00 

5.  For  working  capital  26,411.52 

$991,050.00 

In  its  consideration  of  such  application,  this  Commission  di- 
rected its  division  of  capitalization  and  its  electrical  engineer 
to  examine  the  accounts  and  property  of  the  petitioner,  and  to 
prepare  such  a  statement  of  the  corporation's  assets  and  liabili- 
ties as  would  enable  a  determination  of  the  true  relation  between 
the  petitioner's  existing  assets  and  its  present  liabilities.  The 
petitioner  represented  to  the  Conmiission  that  its  financial  obli- 
gations demanded  prompt  consideration  for  the  purpose  of  an 
adequate  and  stable  readjustment  thereof,  and  accordingly  ixtged 
that  its  application  receive  early  attention.  In  order  to  progress 
a  conclusion  the  petitioner  entered  into  a  stipulation  which  is  to 
be  embodied  in  the  order  to  be  entered  herein — such  stipulation 
being  to  the  effect  that  the  corporation  will  correct  its  fixed  capi- 
tal and  other  accounts  to  conform  fully  with  the  requirements 
of  the  uniform  system  of  accounts  for  electri<»al  corporations; 
that  it  vnll  set  up  and  maintain  an  adequate  reserve  for  accrued 
amortization  of  capital ;  and  that  it  will  amortize  through  earn- 
ings any  deficiency  in  its  assets,  including  an  admitted  deficiency 
in  its  reserve  for  accrued  amortization  as  compared  with  its  lia- 
bilities, such  amortization  to  be  in  the  manner  and  at  the  rate 
prescribed  by  the  Commission.  This  stipulation  is  executed  by 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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the  president  of  the  corporation  under  authority  of  its  board  of 
directors. 

The  results  of  the  examination  of  the  petitioner's  accounts  and 
property  so  far  as  affects  the  statement  of  the  corporation's  assets 
as  of  December  31,  1915,  have  been  accepted  and  acknowledged 
as  correct  by  the  petitioner,  with  the  following  resultant  balance 
sheet  of  the  corporation: 

A$setB  Ride. 

Fixed  capital $817,019.27 

Materials  and  supplies   ^ 11,269.80 

Other  current  assets   39,991.28 

Miscellaneous  temporary  debits   14,358.58 

Unamortized  replacements  and  depreciation  sus- 
pense      698,973.80 

Total  assete  side  $1,581,612.23 

Liahilit%e9  Side. 

Capital  stock— preferred $150,000.00 

"          *'    — common  500,000.00 

Funded  debt    463,000.00 

Bills  payable  306,216.95 

Accrued  taxes  and  interest 11,083.99 

Other  current  liabilities  13,649.20 

Reserres: 

Accrued  amortization  of  capital 120,004.66 

Other  reserves  3,738.50 

Corporate  surplus   23,918.93 

$1,581,612.23 

In  the  order  to  be  entered  herein  the  petitioner  will  be  re- 
quired to  adjust  its  accounts  to  accord  with  the  above  statement 
of  assets  and  liabilities ;  to  amortize  through  earnings  at  the  rate 
of  $7,500  per  year  during  each  of  the  calendar  yiears  1916  and 
1917,  the  suspense  account  entitled,  "Unamortized  Replacement 
and  Depreciation  Suspense,"  of  $698,973.30,  appearing  on  the 
above  balance  sheet,  which  on  the  date  mentioned  is  the  amount 
of  excess  of  liabilities  over  assets  of  the  corporation — ^which 
latter  will  be  required  to  make  application  to  the  Commission 
"within  thirty  days  after  January  1,  1918,"  for  a  determina- 
tion of  the  method,  including  the  precise  rate  and  amount  at  and 
under  which  the  corporation  shall  thereafter  periodically  amor- 
tize the  account  last  above  referred  to.  Upon  such  application 
it  is  imderstood  that  the  Commission  shall  prescribe  an  amortiza- 
tion scheme  intended  to  result  in  the  creation  of  assets  at  least 
equivalent  in  value  to  all  outstanding  liabilities  of  the  corpora- 
tion, either  by  the  setting  apart  of  earnings  or  through  liquida- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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tion  of  such  liabilities,  in  whole  or  in  part,  which  may  be  other- 
wise provided  for.  The  applications  which  have  been  filed  in  this 
case  have  included  authorizations  asked  for  by  the  same  corpora- 
tion in  cases  741  and  2695  before  this  Commission,  and  tho 
records  in  those  cases,  so  far  as  the  same  are  pertinent,  have  been 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  its  disposition  hereof. 

[2]  The  question  has  been  more  or  less  seriously  pressed 
whether  the  decision  of  the  court  of  last  resort  on  appeal  from 
an  earlier  determination  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  in 
this  case  raises  doubt  as  to  the  jp<9wer  of  this  Commission  to 
authorize,  under  any  circumstances  and  under  whatsoever  safe- 
guards or  restrictions,  issuance  of  securities  by  gas  or  electrical 
corporations  for  the  purposes  of  maintenance  of  service  and  re- 
placements. The  question  is  based  upon  the  following  language 
used  by  the  court  in  the  case  referred  to  (People  ex  reL  Bing- 
hamton  Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.  v.  Stevens,  208  N.  Y.  pp.  7  and 
21,  96  K  E.  114) : 

•  "The  amendment  of  the  statute  in  1910  gives  to  the  Commis- 
sion authority  to  authorize  the  issue  of  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  or 
other  evidences  of  indebtedness  of  a  corporation  payable  at 
periods  of  more  than  twelve  months  after  the  date  thereof,  for 
the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its.  obligations,  or  for  the 
reimbursement  of  moneys  actually  expended  from  income  or 
from  any  other  moneys  in  the  treasury  of  the  corporation  not 
secured  or  obtained  from  the  issue  of  stocks,  bonds,  or  other  evi- 
dence of  indebtedness  of  such  corporation  within  five  years  next 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  application,  but  it  expressly  excepts  from 
such  authority  of  the  Commission  the  right  to  authorize  the  issue 
of  such  stocks,  bonds,  or  other  evidence  of  indebtedness  for  main- 
tenance of  service  and  for  replacements." 

We  cannot  construe  the  opinion  of  the  court  of  appeals  in  the 
case  cited  as  intended  to  deny  the  right  of  a  gas  or  electrical 
corporation  to  issue  its  securities  (and  of  this  Commission  to 
approve  of  such  issue)  for  the  purpose  of  maintenance  of  serv- 
ice or  replacements.  A  careful  examination  of  the  opinion  and 
of  the  record  in  the  case  plainly  leads  to  the  conclusion  that, 
in  its  consideration  of  the  particular  issue  involved,  the  court 
treated  the  order  of  the  Commission  as  approval  of  a  proposition 
to  permanently  capitalize  an  expenditure — or  at  least  a  portion 
P.U.K.1916C. 
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• 

thereof — v^hioh  properly  dionld  have  been  charged /to  operating 
expenses.  The  order  of  this  Commission  which  was  being  tested 
on  appeal  determined  that  the  proceeds  of  certain  notes  issued 
by  the  company  to  the  amount  of  $158,000  had  been  used  for 
purposes  properly  diargeable  to  operating  expenses,  and  accord- 
ingly were  not  proper  subjects  of  capitalization  without  adjust* 
ment  and  provision  for  meeting  the  same  out  of  income.  But  it 
further  provided  that,  in  view  of  certain  provisions  of  a  pro- 
posed mortgage  by  the  company  the  result  of  which  would  be  in 
effect  to  amortize  at  least  $58,000  in  amount  of  the  last-mentioned 
sum,  and  upon  the  understanding  that,  as  incidentally  determined 
by  the  Commission,  the  fixed  capital  of  the  corporation  should 
be  credited  with  the  sum  of  $100,000,  which  might  be  accom- 
plished by  a  reduction  of  the  capital  stock  by  a  like  amount,  the 
objections  stated  to  the  capitalization!  of  said  sum  of  $158,000 
would  be  removed  (see  case  No.  741,  p.  882,  vol.  L  annual  re* 
port  for  year  1910,  P.  S.  C.  2d  district).  The  court,  however, 
declared  that  the  Commission  was  absolutely  without  authority 
to  require  such  surrender  of  stock  in  order  to  thereby  enable 
crediting  an  equivalent  sum  to  fixed  capital;  and  presumably 
concluded  that  at  least  to  the  extent  mentioned,  namely,  of  the 
sum  of  $100,000,  in  the  absence  of  any  requirements  or  pro- 
visions for  the  ultimate  amortization  of  the  amount  from  future 
earnings  of  the  company  or  otherwise,  the  proposed  issue  of  se- 
curities would  in  effect  capitalize  replacements,  and  accordingly 
could  not  be  justified.  In  short,  the  manifest  intent  of  the  court's 
determination  is  to  declare  a  want  of  power  in  the  Commission 
to  approve  of  the  issue  of  securities  which  would  result  in  increas- 
ing the  capital  burdens  of  the  corporation  beyond  the  point  where 
it  would  be  possible  to  find  property  behind  outstanding  indebted- 
ness. Thus,  after  discussing  at  some  length  the  duty  of  a  cor- 
poration to  make  provision  for  replacing  worn-out  tools,  and  to 
provide  for  ordinary  plant  depreciation,  the  opinion  states :  "If 
that  is  not  done,  and  renewals  and  replacements  are  continually 
added  to  the  capital  account,  the  capital  account  must  necessarily 
become  more  and  more  out  of  proportion  to  the  real  value  of  the 
property  of  the  corporation." 

It  would  seem  that  there  can  be  absolutely  no  question  as  to 
the  above  being  the  real  meaning  of  the  court  in  its  use  of  the 
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language  first  above  quoted,  for  tbe  reason  that  any  other  con- 
struction of  such  language  would  neoessarilj  result  in  a  pro- 
nunciamento  by  the  court  that  a  gas  or  electric  corporation  could 
not  do  the  things  which  §  69  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
law  expressly  authorizes  it  to  do.  As  quoted  by  the  court  in  the 
opinion  under  consideration,  §  69,  as  amended  in  1910,  eapresaly 
authorizes  the  said  corporations  to  issue  securities  for  the  follow- 
ing purposes:  1.  Acquisition  of  property.  2.  The  construction, 
extension,  or  improvement  of  its  plant  or  distributing  system. 
8«  The  improvement  or  maintenance  of  its  service.  4.  The  dis- 
diarge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations.  6.  The  reimburse- 
ment of  its  treasury  for  moneys  actually  expended  from  income 
(under  certain  restrictions  as  to  the  time  of  such  expenditures 
in  relation  to  date  of  application  for  such  reimbursement)  for 
any  of  the  first  four  purposes  mentioned  except  maintenance  of 
service  and  replacements.  To  construe  the  court's  language 
above  quoted  as  a  declaration  against  the  authority  of  the  Oom- 
mission  to  approve  the  issuance  of  securities  for  maintenance  of 
service  and  replacements  under  any  circumstances  would  be  tanta- 
mount to  asserting  that,  after  specifying  various  distinct  pur- 
poses for  which  securities  may  be  issued,  provided  the  issue 
thereof  shall  be  authorized  by  the  Commission,  the  statute  never^ 
theless  declares  that  authorization  by  the  Commission  is  not  per- 
mitted in  one  of  the  oases  mentioned  (the  third  above  enumer- 
ated), which  of  course  would  be  a  most  absurd  proposition. 
Under  the  amendment  of  1910  the  purposes  for  which  such 
securities  may  be  issued  were  enlarged  by  inclusion  of  the  one 
last  above  recited  in  the  language  following:  "Or  for  the  re- 
imbursement of  moneys  actually  expended  from  income,  or  from 
any  other  moneys  in  the  treasury  of  the  corporation  not  secured 
or  obtained  from  the  issue  of  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  or  other  evi- 
dence of  indebtedness  of  such  corporation,  within  five  years  next 
prior  to  the  filing  of  an  application  with  the  proper  Commission 
for  the  required  authorization,  for  any  of  the  aforesaid  purposes 
except  maintenance  of  service  and  except  i^eplacements,  in  cases 
where  the  applicant  shall  have  kept  its  accounts  and  vouchers  of 
such  expenditure  in  such  manner  as  to  enable  the  Commission  to 
ascertain  the  amount  of  moneys  so  expended  and  the  purposes 
for  which  such  expenditure  was  made.''     [Consol.  Laws  1910, 
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eliap.  48.]  This  is  the  first  appearance  in  §  69  of  the  words, 
^'except  maintenance  of  service  and  except  replacemesats/'  and 
from  the  context  it  appears  that  their  use  in  this  connection  was 
intended  only  to  qualify  to  the  extent  mentioned  the  newly  pro- 
vided right  to  reimburse  the  treasury  for  money  expended  from 
income.  Additional,  and,  as  it  would  seem,  absolutely  convin- 
dng,  evidence  that  this  was  the  l^blative  intent  appears  in  a 
further  modification  of  §  69  by  the  amendment  of  1910,  to  the 
effect  that  the  order  of  the  Commission  which  authorizes  the 
proposed  securities  must  state  '^the  purposes  to  which  the  issue 
or  proceeds  thereof  are  to  be  applied,"  and  that  in  the  opinion 
nf  the  Commission  the  m/dney,  property,  or  labor  to  be  procured 
or  paid  for  by  the  issue  of  such  securities  is  or  has  been  rea- 
sonably required  for  the  purposes  '^specified  in  the  order,  and 
that,  except  as  otherwise  permitted  in  the  order  in  the  case  of 
bonds,  notes,  and  other  evidence  of  indebtedness,  such  purposes 
are  not  in  whole  or  in  part  reasonably  chargeable  to  (grating 
expenses  or  to  income." 

The  gist  of  the  foregoing  requirement  as  to  what  the  authori^ 
ing  order  of  the  Commission  must  contain  is  that  securities  thus 
authorized  must  be  certified  by  the  Commission  as  reasonably 
required  for  one  or  more  of  the  five  purposes  above  specified; 
and  that,  except  as  otherwise  permitted-  in  the  order,  such  pur- 
poses are  for  capital  account  only.  In  the  words,  "except  as 
otherwise  permitted  in  the  order,"  we  find  precise  admission  of 
an  understanding  that  the  Commission  may  "permit"  issuance 
of  corporate  securities  for  purposes  chargeable  to  operating  ex- 
penses or  to  income, — ^that  is  to  say,  securities  to  be  used  for 
purposes  directly  the  opposite  of  capitalization.  In  view  of  all 
this,  can  it  seriously  be  contended  that  the  statute  does  not  au- 
thorize the  Commission  to  approve  securities  issued  for  main- 
tenance of  service  and  to  make  proper  replacements  ? 

To  deny  the  right  of  the  corporation  to  issue  securities  under 
such  circumstances — which  would  be  the  equivalent  of  denying 
the  authority  of  the  Commission  to  approve  of  such  an  issue — 
would  inevitably  result  every  now  and  then  in  throwing  into 
bankruptcy  corporations  which  may  have  been  temporarily  un- 
fortunate in  their  business  operations,  under  circumstances 
which  would  not  only  do  violence  to  both  the  judgment  and  sense 
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of  justice  of  the  Commission^  bnt  which  would  operate  to  the 
disadvantage  of  both  public  and  private  interests  involved.  Ever 
since  its  institution  this  Commission  has  not  failed  to  ^cercise 
the  authority  under  discussion,  and  almost  immediately  after  the 
decision  of  tlic  court  of  last  resort  above  referred  to,  the  Com- 
mission did  not  hesitate  to  make  an  order  approving  the  issue  of 
securities  for  operating  expenses,  and  from  that  time  down  to 
the  present  has  again  and  again  exercised  such  authority,  witli- 
out  challenge  from  any  source  of  its  power  in  the  premises.  This 
Commission  unanimously  and  unhesitatingly  affirms  its  convio- 
tion  that  the  Public  Service  Commissions  law  authorizes  it  to 
approve  of  the  issue  of  securities  for  the  purpose  of  maintenance 
of  service  and  making  replacements,  provided  that  such  purposes 
are  expressly  and  distinctly  stated -and  certified  in  the  Commis- 
sion's order  of  approval  and  the  transaction  is  safeguarded  by 
requirement  or  provision  for  due  and  timely  amortization  or 
other  extinguishment  of  the  charges  thus  created — as  also  its 
understanding  and  belief  that  the  court  of  appeals  has  never  ques- 
tioned or  intended  to  question  said  authority. 
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EE  SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  COMPANY. 

[Docket  Ko.  325.] 

SeeutUy  UmieS'^CinnmisMon  patv^rs^Bquipment  trust  emrtifieaJtem. 

Equipment  trust  certificates  are  within  the  purview  of  the  Ari- 
zona statute  (Kev.  Stat.  1913,  chap.  11,  §S  2327,  2328)  providing 
that  a  railroad  shall  not  encumber  any  part  of  its  system  without  tht 
Commission's  consent,  although  the  trustee  is  a  nonreaidont,  the  o&t- 
tificates  are  not  to  be  issued  or  payable  in  Arizona,  and  the  trust 
agreement  and  railroad  lease  of  the  trust  rolling  stock  are  not  a  lien 
upon  any  property  permanently  located  in  Arizona,  where  the  equip- 
ment will  be  used  upon  an  affiliated  line  wholly  intrastate  in  charaeier 
and  for  intrastate  traffic  on  the  lessee's  interstate  lines,  aa  well  aa  lor 
purely  interstate  traffic. 

[March  27,  191«.] 

AppiiicATiON  o¥  the  Sotithem  Pacific  Company  for  a  ruling 
that  the  provisions  of  law  relating  to  public  service  corporations 
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ineanring  indebtednofla  are  not  applicable  to  msurance  of  trust 
oertifioates;  denied. 

Appearances:  J.  C.  Forest  for  Southern  Pacific  Company. 

Jones,  Chairman:  Southern  Pacific  Company,  a  Kentucky 
corporation  operating  lines  of  railroad  in  Arizona  and  other 
states,  by  its  petition  filed  March  23,  asks  for  a  ruling  or  an 
order  to  the  eflfect  that  its  proposed  issuance  of  trust  certificates, 
to  be  known  as  Southern  Pacific  Equipment  Trust,  Series  D,  to 
be  issued  for  the  acquisition  of  rolling  stock,  does  not  come  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Arizona  law  relating  to  the  issuance  of 
bonds  or  other  evidences  of  indebtedness. 

From  the  application  and  statements  of  counsel  for  applicant 
company  made  in  the  hearing  March  25,  it  appears  that  Southern 
Pacific  Company  proposes  to  acquire  additional  railroad  equip- 
ment costing  in  the  aggregate  approximately  $6,015,138,  and 
"to  the  end  that  such  equipment  may  be  procured,  your  petitioner 
desires  to  enter  into  an  agreement  dated  on  or  about  May  1, 
1916,  with  substantially  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as  the 
Southern  Pacific  Equipment  Trust  lease  of  railroad  equipment 
from  Commercial  Trust  Company  to  Southern  Pacific  Company, 
and  agreement  between  Harry  E.  Righter  and  Wm.  L.  Fry  with 
Commercial  Trust  Company  and  Southern  Pacific  Company, 
Series  C,  a  copy  of  which  said  lease  and  agreement,  series  C,  has 
been  heretofore  filed  with  your  Commission  and  approved  by 
it  in  the  matter  of  the  approval  by  your  Commission  of  said 
Southern  Pacific  Equipment  Trust,  Series  C.  The  Southern 
Pacific  Equipment  Trust  hereby  proposed  is  to  be  known  as 
series  D,  a  copy  of  the  lease  and  agreement  will  be  filed  with 
your  Commission  marked  'exhibit  A*  and  placed  on  record  with 
your  Commission  prior  to  the  entry  of  order  herein,  if  requested 
by  your  Commission." 

The  equipment  specified  in  the  lease  is  to  be  used  upon  the 
lines  of  railroad  owned  or  operated  by  petitioner  as  lessee,  and 
is  also  to  be  used  upon  the  railways  of  the  Arizona  Eastern  Bail- 
way  Company  and  other  companies  affiliated  with  lessee.  The 
Arizona  Eastern  Railway  Company's  lines  are  located  wholly 
within  the  state  of  Arizona*  The  applicant  company  haa  consid- 
erable mileage  in  Arizona. 
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The  question  to  be  detennined  is  whether  tlie  trinnsactioQ  de- 
scribed comes  within  the  purview  of  the  Public  Service  Corpora- 
tion act,  particularly  §§  2327  and  2328,  chapter  11,  Bevieed 
Statutes  of  Arizona  1913,  which  requires  public  service  corpora- 
tions issuing  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  and  other  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness, payable  at  periods  of  more  than  twelve  months  after  the 
date  thereof,  to  procure  permission  from  the  Commission  and 
pay  the  fees  required  by  §  2333. 

The  reasons  advanced  by  applicant  in  support  of  its  applica- 
tion for  a  ruling  to  the  effect  that  the  Public  Service  Corporation 
act  is  not  applicable  to  the  matters  in  issue  are  that  ^^he  trustee 
will  be  a  nonresident  of  Arizona.  None  of  such  certificates  will 
be  authorized,  executed,  authenticated,  delivered,  or  payable  in 
the  state  of  Arizona.  None  of  the  property  securing  the  pay- 
ment of  such  certificates  will  be  situate  in  the  state  of  Arizona 
except  the  rolling  stock  passing  in  and  out  of  Arizona  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  interstate  commerce.  The  lease  and  trust  agree- 
ment will  not  constitute  a  lien  upon  any  property  permanently 
situated  within  the  state  of  Arizona." 

Section  2327  reads,  in  part :  "No  railroad  corporation  •  .  . 
shall  h^Qceforth  .  .  •  mortgage  •  .  .  or  encumber  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  its  railroad  lines,  plant,  or  system  neces- 
sary or  useful  in  the  performance  of  its  duties  to  the  public 
without  first  having  secured  from  the  Commission  an  order  au- 
thorizing it  so  to  do.** 

Section  2328  reads,  in  part:  "The  power  of  public  service 
corporations  to  issue  stocks  and  stock  certificates  and  bonds,  notes, 
and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness  and  to  create  liens  on  their 
property  situated  within  this  state  is  a  special  privilege,  the 
right  of  supervision,  regulation,  restriction,  and  control  of  which 
is,  and  shall  continue  to  be,  vested  in  the  state,  and  such  power 
shall  be  exercised  as  provided  by  law  and  under  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  the  Commission  may  prescribe.'* 

The  place  of  residence  of  the  trustee,  and  Hie  place  where  cer- 
tificates are  to  be  authorized,  executed,  authenticated,  delivered, 
or  payable  does  not  appear  to  be  at  all  material.  That  the  equip- 
ment in  question  will  be  used  on  Arizona  lines  wholly  intrastate 
in  character,  and  will  be  used  on  the  interstate  Southern  Pacific 
Company  in  conducting  intrastate  traffic,  is  conceded.     Any  in* 
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debtedness  incurred,  or  any  obligation  entered  into  by  the  appli- 
cant company,  for  the  payment  of  money  necessarily  involves  its 
property  situated  within  the  sta^te  of  Arizona,  and  would  subject 
it  to  the  provisions  of  the  law  referred  to. 

Upon  the  facts  submitted,  we  must  hold  that  the  trust  certifi- 
cates proposed  to  be  issued  as  fully  described  in  the  application 
herein,  come  within  the  provisions  of  the  statute  herein  quoted  in 
part,  and  that  such  certificates  can  only  be  legally  issued  by     •■ 
application  to,  and  permission  of,  the  Commission. 

It  is  ordered  that  application  of  Southern  Pacific  Com- 
pany for  a  ruling  to  the  effect  that  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Service  Corporation  act  of  Arizona  are  not  applicable  to,  and 
would  not  affect,  the  certificates  proposed  to  be  issued  by  appli- 
cant, such  certificates  being  described  in  the  opinion  herein,  he, 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  denied. 


OAIilFORNIA  BAIUiOAD  OOMMISSIOIT. 

BE  PETALUMA  ft  SANTA  ROSA  RAILWAY  COMPASTT, 

[Decision  Np.  3197;  Application  No.  2103.] 

8eour^^f  IsMiea— Poirer^  of  CommiBsUm  ^  Free  istue  of  eioeik  bought 
at  oMesemewt  sale, 

1.  The  California  Commission  has  the  same  jurisdiction  over  the 
reissuance  of  stock  bought  in  by  the  utility  at  an  assessment  sale  as 
it  has  over  an  original  issue. 

Seeuritv  ie&aee^Sale  price -^ ReUeue  of  etoek  ho%ighi  at  aeeessment 
sale. 

2.  The  policy  of  the  California  Commission  not  to  authorize  stodc 
to  be  sold  at  less  than  80  to  85  applies  to  the  reissuance  of  stock  bought 
in  at  an  assessment  sale. 

[March  26,  1916.] 

Application  for  authority  to  reissue  at  25  per  cent  of  its  par 
value  stock  bought  in  at  an  assessment  sale ;  denied. 
Appearances:    Edwin  T.  McMurray  for  applicant 

By  the  Commission:  This  is  an  application  on  behalf  of 
Petalnma  &  Santa  Rosa  Railway  Company  for  an  order  authoriz- 
ing the  issue  by  applicant  of  165  shares  of  its  capital  stock  to 
George  P.  McNear,  in  pursuance  of  an  agreement  made  and 
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entered  into  between  applicant  and  George  P.  McNear  in  July, 
1912. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  on  ll^arch  Y,  1916,  in  San  Francisco, 
and  from  the  evidence  it  appears  that,  prior  to  December  24, 
1907,  all  of  applicant's  capital  stock,  consisting  of  10,000  shares 
of  common  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $100  each,  had  been  issued 
as  fully  paid  up,  although  it  had  in  no  case,  so  far  as  this  Com- 
mission could  ascertain,  brought  more  than  $40  per  share. 

In  December,  1907,  applicant  levied  an  assessment  of  $10  per 
share  upon  said  outstanding  stock,  and  at  the  subsequent  assess- 
ment sale  applicant  bought  in  224  shares  of  said  stock  whidi 
it  still  holds. 

Ever  since  the  construction  of  applicant's  railroad,  its  yards 
and  passenger  station  at  Fetaluma  have  been  situated  upon  a  por- 
tion of  the  block  of  land  commonly  known  as  block  No.  7  of  East 
Petaluma,  which  applicant  leased  from  George  P.  McNear  at 
a  rental  of  $50  per  month  under  a  ten-year  lease.  On  or  about 
July  27,  1912,  the  lease  having  almost  expired,  applicant  entered 
into  an  agreement  with  George  P.  McWear  to  purchase  said  prop- 
erty for  $9,500  upon  the  condition  that  said  McNear  would  pur- 
chase from  applicant  165  shares  of  its  capital  stock  at  $25  per 
share.  The  sale  of  the  stock  was  accordingly  concluded,  and 
thereupon  applicant  paid  said  McNear  the  $4,125  received  from 
the  sale  of  said  stock  and  a  note  for  the  remaining  $5,375. 

Applicant  did  not,  however,  obtain  an  order  from  this  Com- 
mission authorizing  the  issue  of  said  165  shares  of  stock,  as  its 
officers  mistakenly  believed  that  the  Public.  TTtilities  act  did  not 
apply  to  the  issue,  by  a  public  utility  corporation,  of  its  stock 
which  it  had  bought  in  at  an  assessment  sale.  When  applicant 
realized  that  it  had  acted  illegally  in  attempting  to  issue  said 
stock,  it  canceled  said  certificate  and  filed  the  present  application 
with  this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  stock  in  lieu  thereof. 

[1,2]  There  is  no  question  in  our  minds  but  that  this  Com- 
mission has  the  same  authority  over  the  issue  of  stock  which  has 
been  bought  in  by  a  corporation  upon  an  assessment  sale  as  over 
stock  which  has  never  before  been  issued.  Moreover,  it  has  been 
the  policy  of  this  Commission  not  to  authorize  any  corporation 
to  issue  stock  at  less  than  80  per  cent  or  85  per  cent  of  its  par 
value,  and  we  feel  that  the  circumstances  of  this  case  as  pre- 
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sented  at  the  hearing  do  not  warrant  ns  in  departing  from  thia 
policy. 

In  authorising  stock  to  be  issued  in  lieu  of  stock  theretofore 
unlawfully  issued,  the  Oommission  follows  the  same  policy  with 
reference  to  the  amount  to  be  received  for  the  sale  of  the  stock 
as  in  cases  where  the  Commission's  authority  is  sought  in  the  first 
instance. 

ORDER. 

Petaluma  &  Santa  Bosa  Kailway  Company  having  applied  to 
this  Commission  for  an  order  authorizing  the  issue  at  $25  per 
share  to  Oeorge  P.  McNear  of  165  shares  of  its  capital  stock 
of  the  par  value  of  $100  per  share  in  pursuance  of  a  certain  con- 
tract entered  into  between  applicant  and  said  McNear  on  July 
27,  1912,  and  a  public  hearing  having  been  held,  and  it  appear- 
ing that  said  contract  did  not  receive  the  approval  of  this  Com- 
mission, and  that  the  application  should  be  denied  for  the  rea* 
sons  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  opinion, 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  this  application  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  denied. 


CAIilFORNIA  RAIIiROAD  OOMMISSION. 

JAMES  S.  NAISMITH 

v. 

BROOKDALE  LAND  COMPANY  et  aL 

[Decision  No.  3149;  Caee  No.  904.] 

Sole  — Property  of  water  company  »m  Approval  of  CommU&&ion* 

The  California  Public  Utilities  act  prohibiting  the  sale  or  en- 
cumbrance of  the  property  of  a  utility  necessary  or  useful  in  the  per- 
formance of  its  duties,  applies  to  a  transfer  to  or  an  encumbrance  in 
favor  of  a  political  aubdivieion  of  the  state. 

[March  11,  1916.] 

Petition  by  a  householder  in  Brookdale  for  an  order  adjudg- 
ing the  transfer  of  water  rights  by  the  Brookdale  Land  Com- 
pany to  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz  null  and  void,  and  for  an  order 
prohibiting  water  companies  from  using  the  waters  of  Clear 
P.U.R.1936C. 
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Creek,  required  by  the  residents  of  Brookdale,  for  any  purpose 
except  for  supplying  water  thereto;  order  declaring  conveyance 
of  water  and  water  rights  to  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz  null  and 
void,  and,  pursuant  to  stipulation,  directing  the  water  companies 
to  use  such  of  said  waters  as  may  be  necessary  to  supply  Brook- 
dale  with  witer  for  municipal,  business,  and  household  purposes, 
and  to  use  any  remaining  water  for  supplying  electricity  to 
Brookdale,  and  directing  that  water  not  necessary  for  water  serv- 
ice, after  having  passed  through  the  generating  plant,  be  allowed 
to  flow  down  to  the  fish  hatchery  of  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz. 
Appearances:  P.  L.  Benjamin  for  complainant;  George  T. 
Wright  for  defendant  Brookdale  Land  Company;  John  C. 
Hughes  for  defendant  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Company; 
George  W.  Smith,  district  attorney,  for  defendant  county  of 
Santa  Cruz;  Kobert  Duke  for  State  Fish  and  Game  Commis- 
sion. 

By  the  Commission:  This  is  a  complaint  brought  by  James 
S.  Naismith,  a  householder  in  the  village  of  Brookdale,  Santa 
Cruz  county,  against  Brookdale  Land  Company,  the  county  of 
Santa  Cruz,  and  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Company,  for  the 
purpose  of  having  a  certain  agreement  between  the  defendants 
Brookdale  Land  Company  and  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz  declared 
null  and  void,  and  for  a  further  order  prohibiting  the  defendants 
Brookdale  Land  Company  and  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Com- 
pany from  using  any  of  the  waters  of  the  stream  known  as  Clear 
creek  for  any  other  purposes  than  those  of  supplying  the  inhabi- 
tants and  property  owners  of  Brookdale  with  water  for  domestic 
and  other  necessary  purposes,  and  of  generating  electricity  from 
the  surplus  water  of  said  creek  for  supplying  said  inhabitants 
and  property  owners  with  electric  light  and  power,  and  prohibit- 
ing defendant  county  of  Santa  Cruz  from  taking,  receiving,  or 
demanding  for  the  purpose  of  said  fish  hatchery  all  or  any  por- 
tion whatever  of  said  water  except  such  portion  as,  after  having 
been  properly  employed  for  the  purpose  of  generating  electricity, 
would  go  to  waste  if  not  used  by  said  county  of  Santa  Cruz  for 
the  purposes  of  said  fish  hatchery. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  in  San  Francisco  on  February  23, 

1916.     From  the  evidence  it  appears  that  defendant  Brookdale 
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Land  Company  was  incorporated  several  years  ago  for  the  pur- 
poses,  among  others,  of  acquiring,  owning,  holding,  dealing  in, 
selling,  and  disposing  of  real  estate,  and  supplying  water  and 
electric  light  and  power  to  the  residents  and  property  owners  of 
the  village  of  Brookdale  and  its  immediate  vicinity.  Directly 
after  its  incorporation  Brookdale  Land  Company  acquired  all 
the  water  rights  upon  Clear  creek,  Santa  Cruz  county,  which 
are  the  subject  of  this  controversy,  and  also  all  the  land  compris- 
ing the  village  of  Brookdale  with  the  exception  of  a  few  lots 
which  had  been  sold  by  its  predecessor. 

On  May  7,  1912,  said  Brookdale  Land  Company  executed  a 
deed  which  purported  to  transfer  and  convey  to  the  county  of 
Santa  Cruz  a  certain  parcel  of  land,  certain  easements  and  al] 
of  the  waters  of  the  west  branch  of  Clear  creek,  for  use  by  said 
county  in  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  a  fish  hatchery.  The 
county  of  Santa  Cruz  gave  merely  nominal  consideration  for 
said  property,  and  the  deed  contains  a  provision  that  if  the  county 
of  Santa  Cruz  or  its  successors  "cease,  without  any  good  or  valid 
reason,  to  use  said  waters  for  said  purposes,  and  to  maintain  said 
hatchery  to  its  reasonable  capacity  for  hatching  trout  for  a  period 
of  one  year,  then  all  of  the  lands  or  premises,  together  with  the 
rights  of  way,  water  rights,  and  appurtenances  hereby  conveyed, 
shall  revert  to  the  party  of  the  first  part    ..." 

This  deed  was  executed  shortly  after  the  passage  of  the  Public 
Utilities  act,  but  without  the  authority  of  this  Commission,  and 
as  the  grantor  was  a  water  corporation  and  as  the  water  rights 
transferred  were  a  part  of  the  grantor's  system  "necessary  or 
useful  in  the  performance  of  its  duties  to  the  public,"  the  trans- 
fer of  the  water  rights  is  void,  although  there  is  no  question  but 
that  all  of  the  parties  acted  in  good  faith. 

The  novel  point  was  raised  by  the  defendant  county  of  Santa 
Cruz  that  that  portion  of  the  Public  Utilities  act  prohibiting  the 
sale,  lease,  assignment,  mortgage,  disposal,  or  encumbrance  of 
all  or  any  part  of  the  utility's  property  necessary  or  useful  in 
the  performance  of  its  duties  to  the  public,  without  first  obtain- 
ing an  order  from  this  Commission  authorizing  the  same,  does 
not  apply  to  a  transfer  to  or  an  encumbrance  in  favor  of  a  poli- 
tical subdivision  of  the  state  of  California.  We  have  been  unable 
to  find  anything  in  either  the  language  or  the  spirit  of  the  Public 
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Utilities  act,  however,  whicli  would  in  our  opinion  justify  such 
a  contention. 

Since  its  organization  the  Brookdale  Land  Company  has  been 
disposing  of  portions  of  its  land  in  Brookdale,  and  it  has  thus 
far  sold  over  100  parcels  of  this  land  for  residence  purposes. 
Moreover,  the  evidence  shows  that  Brookdale  has  a  fairly  large 
summer  population,  one  witness  having  testified  that  its  summer 
residents  number  approximately  2,000. 

There  appears  to  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  inhabitants  of  Brook- 
dale have  been,  from  time  to  time,  subjected  to  more  or  less 
serious  shortages  of  water,  and  if  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz  or 
its  lessee,  the  State  Fish  and  Game  Commission,  had  been  in- 
clined and  able  to  enforce  the  terms  of  the  deed  above  mentioned, 
the  great  majority  of  the  residents  of  Brookdale  would  have  been 
deprived  of  water  during  the  dry  months,  as  the  evidence  shows 
that  185  out  of  the  220  consumers  receive  water  which,  if  the 
deed  were  valid,  would  belong  to  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz,  and 
which  the  water  company  would  have  no  right  to  furnish  to  its 
private  consumers. 

After  supplying  the  residents  of  Brookdale  with  water,  defend- 
ant Brookdale  Land  Company  has  used  the  surplus  water  for  the 
purpose  of  operating  its  hydroelectric  plant,  which  is  situated 
considerably  below  all  of  its  consumers ;  so  that  after  the  water 
has  passed  through  its  power  plant  it  has  no  further  use  for  it, 
and  the  subsequent  use  by  the  county  of  Santa  Gmz  in  its  fish 
hatchery  cannot  interfere  with  the  rights  or  services  of  any  other 
consumers. 

Toward  the  close  of  the  hearing  and  after  considerable  dis- 
cussion the  parties  agreed  to  a  settlement  of  the  case,  and  they 
thereafter  filed  a  written  stipulation,  which  seems  to  us  abso- 
lutely fair  to  the  conflicting  rights  and  interests  of  the  various 
parties.  We  shall  embody  the  terms  of  the  stipulation  so  far 
as  we  can  properly  do  so  in  the  following  order.  As  to  the  re- 
maining points  covered  by  the  stipulation,  the  Commiission  ex- 
pressed its  opinion  at  the  hearing  that  it  would  be  necessary  for 
Brookdale  Land  Company  and  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Com- 
pany to  execute  a  new  conveyance  to  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz. 
This  conveyance  has  been  prepared  and  a  formal  application  has 
been  filed  (application  No.  2112,  post,  786),  asking  this  Com- 
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ini*i6n  to  authorize  the  applicants  (who  are  the  defendants  in 
this  case)  to  execute  the  same. 

There  was  some  question  raised  at  the  hearing  as  to  whether 
the  fact  that  the  deed  of  May  7,  1912,  was  executed  without  the 
authority  of  this  Commission  would  render  the  entire  deed  void 
or  render  void  only  that  portion  which  purported  to  convey  the 
grantor's  water  rights,  leaving  the  conveyance  of  the  land  un- 
affected. In  view  of  the  terms  of  the  stipulation,  however,  it 
is  not  necessary  for  us  to  decide  this  point,  and  the  following 
order  is  not  to  be  r^arded  as  passing  upon  this  point  in  any  way : 

ORDER. 

A  public  hearing  having  been  held  in  the  above-entitled  case, 
and  the  matter  having  been  duly  submitted,  and  the  parties  there- 
to having  thereafter  filed  a  written  stipulation  regarding  the 
settlement  of  said  case. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  by  the  Railroad  Commission  of  the  State 
of  California  that,  as  the  alleged  conveyance  of  water  rights  by 
the  defendant  Brookdale  Land  Company  to  the  defendant  county 
of  Santa  Cruz  on  May  7,  1912,  which  conveyance  is  recorded  in 
the  office  of  the  county  recorder  of  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz  in 
volume  241  of  deeds,  p.  272,  is  null  and  void  in  so  far,  at  least, 
as  it  attctoipts  to  convey  all  or  any  part  of  the  waters  or  water 
rights  mentioned  in  said  conveyance,  the  defendants  Brookdale 
Land  Company  and  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Company  are 
hereby  ordered  and  required  to  use  all  of  said  waters  and  water 
rights  that  may  be  necessaiy  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the 
inhabitants  of  the  village  of  Brookdale,  Santa  Cruz  county,  and 
its  vicinity  with  water  for  municipal,  business,  and  household 
purposes,  including  the  irrigation  of  gardens;  and 

It  is  hereby  further,  ordered  that  the  defendants  Brookdale 
Land  Company  and  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Company  use 
as  much  of  thp  remaining  water  subject  to  their  control  or  the 
control  of  either  of  them  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
generating  electric  energy  for  supplying  said  inhabitants  of 
Brookdale  and  its  vicinity  with  electricity ;  and 

It  is  hereby  further  ordered  that  all  of  said  water  that  may  not 
be  necessary  for  said  municipal,  business,  or  household  purposes 
be  allowed,  after  having  passed  through  the  generating  plant^  to 
flow  down  to  the  fish  hatchery  of  the  county  of  Santa  Cruz. 
P.U.R.1916C.  50 
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Note. — ^Re  Mountain  Light  &  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  3158,  ^Ap- 
plication  No.  2112,  March  14,  1916,  the  water  companies,  pursuant 
to  the  stipulation  referred  to  in  decision  No.  3149J  Naismith  y.  Brook- 
dale  Land  Go.  ante,  781,  were  authorized  to  convey  to  the  county  of 
Santa  Cruz  certain  land,  easements,  and  water  rights  to  enable  the 
county  to  maintain  its  fish  hatchery  on  the  San  Lorenzo  river. 


OAIilFORNIA  RAIIiROAD  COMKISSION, 

RE  C.  S.  S.  POKNET. 

[Decision  No.  3216;  Application  Ko.  2107.] 

CerHfioate  of  convenience  and  neoe8»ity  •—  Gas  plant  *  When  denied. 

A  preliminary  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the 
construction  of  a  gas  plant  will  not  be  granted,  although  a  properly  or- 
ganized system  might  be  made  useful  and  profitable,  where  applicant 
has  submitted  a  highly  inflated  estimate  of  cost,  no  steps  have  been 
taken  to  secure  a  franchise,  and  applicant  has  not  shown  his  ability  to 
finance  the  project. 

[March  30,  1916.] 

Application  for  an  order  preliminary  to  the  issue  of  a  cer- 
tificate that  public  convenience  and  necessity  require  the  exercise 
of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a  prospective  franchise  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  gas  plant  at  Newman;  denied. 

Appearances:    Daniel  A.  Byan  for  applicant 

Gordon,  Commissioner :  In  this  application  C.  S.  S.  Forney 
asks  for  an  order  preliminary  to  the  issue  of  a  certificate  that 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require  the  exertsise  of  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  a  franchise  which  he  contemplates  securing  for 
the  construction  of  a  gas  plant,  and  the  sale  and  distribution  of 
gas  in  the  town  of  Newman,  Stanislaus  county. 

On  July  16,  1915,  a  similar  application  was  dismissed  by  this 
Commission  without  prejudice.  7  Opinions  and  Orders  of  the 
Railroad  Commission  of  California,  page  674.  Applicant  had 
failed  to  file  data  requested  by  the  Commission  bearing  upon  the 
cost  of  the  property,  an  estimate  of  the  business  available,  and 
a  plan  of  financing. 

At  the  hearing  upon  the  application  now  under  consideration, 
held  at  Newman  on  March  24th,  applicant  filed  a  report  com- 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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piled  by  himself  and  Mr.  H.  W.  Burkhart;  an  engineer,  esti- 
mating the  "value  for  the  whole  system  when  completed"  at 
$50,350.  This  estimate  was  based  upon  the  purchase  of  the  ex- 
isting gas  properties  in  Newman  for  $2,500  with  necessary  addi- 
tions and  betterments  of  new  materials.  At  the  hearing  it  was 
disclosed  through  the  examination  by  the  Commissioner,  that  it 
was  applicant's  intention  to  use  the  secondhand  material  now 
at  Kewman  and  to  complete  the  plant  as  far  as  possible  with  other 
secondhand  material  which  it  was  proposed  to  purchase  from  the 
property  at  Coram,  Shasta  county.  Included  in  this  estimate 
of  $50,350  is  alBO  an  item  of  $14,000  desoribed  as  "intangible 
capital,  including  incorporation,  organization,  development,  and 
Other  intangible  property." 

Applicant  later  modified  his  submission  by  stating  that  the 
plant  could  probably  be  built  for  $36,350 ;  subsequently  admitted 
that  this  would  be  reduced  if  secondhand  material  were  used  as 
he  planned ;  and  finally  proposed  to  use  the  estimate  of  Mr.  Ham- 
mond, of  the  Commission's  engineering  department,  of  $36,278. 

Mr.  Hammond's  estimate  consists  of  an  analysis  of  Mr.  For- 
ney's figures  and  his  representation  that  much  of  the  material 
would  be  new. 

It  is  clear  that  this  applicant  submitted  a  highly  inflated  esti- 
mate, based  largely  on  new  materials,  when  he  had  in  mind  the 
use  of  secondhand  equipment  which  could  be  purchased  at  lower 
prices. 

The  applicant  has  no  franchise  nor  has  he  taken  steps  to  obtain 
one.  He  has  outlined  a  meager  plan  of  financing  his  project 
through  stock  at  par,  stating  that  he  will  borrow  the  money  to 
purchase  this  stock.  It  developed  at  the  hearing  that  he  contem- 
plated the  organization  of  a  corporation,  to  be  known  as  the 
Newman  Gas  Company. 

Although  the  applicant  offered  to  rely  upon  Mr.  Hammond's 
report,  it  appears  that  Mr.  Hammond  has  estimated  that  the 
venture  as  organized  and  proposed  by  Mr.  Forney  could  not 
be  successful. 

It  may  be  that  a  gas  company,  properly  organized  and  hon- 
estly built  and  administered,  could  be  made  useful  and  profitable 
in  Newman. 

There  appears  in  the  present  instance,  however,  to  have  been 

P.U.K.1916C. 
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an  effort  to  bring  about  the  construction  of  an  inferior  plant  of 
secondhand  material  at  an  inflated  valuation  as  the  basis  for  a 
future  stock  issue. 

It  is  better  that  the  people  of  Newman  should  wait  for  a  time 
for  a  properly  built  and  administered  gas  company  than  to  have 
the  present  company  taken  over  and  capitalized  at  an  unjus- 
tifiable figure. 

The  applicant  has  not  yet  submitted  to  this  Commission  fully 
what  he  actually  intends  to  do,  nor  has  he  shown  his  financial 
ability  to  carry  out  this  project  at  ITewman. 

Accordingly,  I  recommend  the  following  form  of  order: 

ORDER. 

C.  S.  S.  Forney  having  made  application  to  this  Commission 
for  an  order  preliminary  to  the  issue  of  a  certificate  that  public 
convenience  and  necessity  will  require  the  exercise  by  him  of 
rights  and  privileges  of  a  franchise  for  the  construction  of  a  gas 
plant  and  the  sale  of  gas  in  Newman,  Stanislaus  county,  and  a 
hearing  having  been  held  and  the  Commission  being  fully  ad- 
vised in  the  premises,  for  the  reasons  set  out  in  the  foregoing 
opinion. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  same  be  and  it  is  hereby  denied. 

The  foregoing  opinion  and  order  are  hereby  approved  and 
ordered  filed  as  the  opinion  and  order  of  the  Railroad  Conmiis- 
sion  of  the  State  of  California. 


COLORADO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

HE  CEIPPLE  CREEK  WATER  COMPAlfT. 
[Case  No.  31.] 

Valuation  —  Overhead  escpenses  -—  JBngineering, 

1.  While  an  allowance  of  7  per  cent  for  engineering  services  may 
not  be  excessive  in  estimating  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  properties 
of  a  water  utility,  the  percentage  should  be  applied  only  to  that  part 
of  properties  which  required  engineerlBg  supervision. 

Valuation  ^Overhead  eoDpense8^^C<mtract^or*e  profits, 

2.  An  allowance  of  20  per  cent  for  contractor's  profits  is  unrea- 
sonable when  applied  to  properties  purchased  without  the  aid  of  a  con- 
tractor. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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rolwatfon -«  Ovarltea4  expenses  ^  L0oal  expenses. 

8.  An  allowance  of  $17,642  for  legal  flervices  and  inTeatigation  was 
held  unreasonable  for  a  water  utility  valued  for  rate  making  at  $150,000. 
Valuation  —  Original  cost  as  test  of  value  —  Estimates  of  engineers. 

4.  The  original  cost  of  the  properties  of  a  utility  rather  tiian  the 
estimates  of  engineers  is  the  test  of  the  value  for  rate  making  provided 
the  expenditures  have  been  honestly  and  prudently  made. 

Woluation '^Waiter  rights  ^Useful  in  public  service. 

5.  It  will  be  assumed  in  a  rate  valuation  that  an  investment  in 
additional  water  rights  was  wisely  made,  in  the  absence  of  definite  evi- 
dence to  the  contrary,  where  it  is  fairly  inferable  that  the  purchase  was 
dictated  by  the  then  eadsting  demands  and  reasonable  anticipated  future 
demanda. 

Tatuation  —  Property  useful  in  public  service  —  Water  rights. 

6.  It  will  be  assumed  that  the  purchase  of  a  quantity  of  water  in 
excess  of  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  utility's  pipe  lines  was  reasonably 
necessary  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  the  full  amount  was  available 
at  all  seasons  of  the  year;  and  where  it  appears  the  utility  uses  several 
reservoirs  exclusively  for  the  temporary  impounding  of  the  water  to 
utilize  the  irrigation  rights  acquired. 

TatuaUon  —  Reservoirs  of  irrigation  utility. 

7.  A  water  utility  is  not  entitled  to  an  allowance  for  the  capacity 
value  of  certain  reservoirs  in  addition  to  the  construction  cost  and  the 
full  value  of  its  water  rights  in  a  rate  valuation  upon  the  theory  that 
the  reservoirs  could  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  catching  the  flood  and 
unappropriated  waters  during  the  storage  season. 

Vatuatiim  -~  Pnyperty  not  useful  ^  Pipe  lines. 

8.  No  allowance  can  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  an  invest- 
ment in  an  additional  pipe  line  found  to  be  unnecessary  for  pubHe 
service. 

Depreciation  ^~  Annual  allowance. 

0.  An  annual  allowance  of  $2,500  for  depreciation  reserve  was  held 
to  be  BuiBcient  for  a  water  utility  valued  for  rate  making  at  $150,000. 

Mtetum-^  Operating  expenses -^  Allou^nee  for  general  mamagen%en$ 
of  water  utility. 

10.  An  annual  allowance  of  $1,000  was, found  to  be  reasonable  for 
general  management  and  the  keeping  of  the  books  of  a  water  utility 
valued  f<Mr  rate  making  at  $150,000. 

Service  —  Water  —  Service  connections. 

11.  A  water  utility,  and  not  the  consumer,  must  furnish  the  service 
pipe  from  the  main  to  the  consumer's  premises. 

[March  25,  1916.] 

Investigation  into  rates  and  practices  of  the  Cripple  Creek 
Water  Company.  The  Commission  found  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erties useful  in  the  public  service  to  be  $150,000  and  that  the 
rates  and  certain  practices  were  unreasonable. 

P.U.K.1916C. 
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Appearances :  J.  E.  and  W.  G.  SimonBon  for  respondent ; 
Frank  J.  Hangs  for  intervener,  the  city  of  Cripple  Creek,  Colo- 
rado. 

By  the  Commission:  On  the  20th  day  of  July,  1915,  the 
city  council  of  the  city  of  Cripple  Creek,  state  of  Colorado, 
passed  a  resolution  requesting  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
of  the  State  of  Colorado  to  investigate  the  rates  and  charges, 
and  the  rules,  regulations,  and  practices  surrounding  the  same, 
of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company. 

On  the  13th  day  of  August,  1916,  the  Commission  issued  an 
order  instituting  an  investigation  on  the  motion  of  the  Com- 
mission into  each  and  every  rate  or  charge  made  by  the  Cripple 
Creek  Water  Company,  and  into  the  adequacy  of  the  service, 
and  the  reasonableness  of  the  rules,  regulations,  and  practices 
of  the  company,  and  ordered  the  said  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company  to  appear  at  the  council  chamber  in  the  city  hall  in 
the  city  of  Cripple  Creek  on  the  5th  day  of  October,  1915,  at 
the  hour  of  iO  :00  o'clock  a.  m.,  to  take  such  part  in  the  investi- 
gation and  hearing,  and  to  make  such  showing  upon  its  own  be- 
half as  it  might  desire  or  its  interests  might  require. 

On  the  18th  day  of  August,  1915,  Mr.  F.  W.  Herbert,  the 
statistician  of  the  Commission,  reported  that  the  Cripple  Creek 
Water  Company  kept  no  books  at  its  Cripple  Creek  office,  and 
that  he  had  learned  that  the  said  books  were  kept  at  the  general 
office  of  the  company  at  Bay  City,  Michigan.  On  the  20th  day 
of  August,  1916,  the  Commission  issued  an  order  to  E.  HL 
Smith,  superintendent  and  manager  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company,  at  Cripple  Creek,  ordering  the  said  E.  H.  Smith  to 
produce  within  twenty  days  from  the  date  of  said  order,  for 
inspection  and  investigation  of  this  Commission,  all  books,  ac- 
counts, papers,  and  records  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Com- 
pany, with  surveys  and  profiles  of  reservoirs  and  water  supply, 
transmission,  and  distribution  systems,  hydrants,  and  valve  loca- 
tions, and  to  furnish  additional  data  set  forth  in  the  Commis- 
sion's order  of  August  20,  1915. 

On  the  ISth  day  of  September,   1916,  the  Cripple  Creek 

Water  Company  filed  with  the  Commission  a  petition  for  an 

extension  of  thirty  days  from  and  after  October  5,  1915,  in 
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which  to  comply  with  the  order  of  the  Commission  dated  Au* 
gust  20,  1915 ;  on  the  14th  day  of  September,  1916,  tiiis  petition 
was  denied  by  the  Ccmuniasion. 

The  hearing  of  the  above  cause  convened  at  the  city  of  Cripple 
Creek  on  the  16th  day  of  October,  1916,  at  9 :00  o'clock  a.  m., 
at  which  time  and  place  Mr.  Herbert,  statistician  for  the  Com- 
mission, introduced  into  the  record  a  written  report  setting  forth 
the  property  and  plant  account  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company;  the  balance  sheet  of  December  31,  1914,  of  said 
company;  a  statement  of  the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  com- 
pany, as  of  December  81,  1914;  a  summary  of  the  annual  re- 
port of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company,  made  December  31, 
1914 ;  a  statement  of  the  revenues  and  operating  expenses  of  the 
water  company  for  a  period  of  fourteen  years  beginning  with  the 
year  1901  and  closing  with  the  year  1914;  a  statement  of  the 
profit  and  loss  account  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company, 
and  a  detailed  income  account  of  the  water  company  from  the 
year  1909  to  and  including  the  year  1914. 

Mr.  D.  S.  Hooker,  the  Commission's  civil  engineer,  intro- 
duced into  the  record  a  written  report  in  which  was  set  forth  in 
detail  the  cost  of  reproducing  those  properties  of  the  Cripple 
Creek  Water  Company  in  use  and  useful.  The  city  of  Cripple 
Creek  was  permitted  to  intervene  in  the  above  cause,  and  Messrs. 
W.  D.  Armstrong  and  A.  M.  McVicar,  councilmen  for  the  city 
of  Cripple  Creek,  testified  in  behalf  of  tlve  intervener.  Messrs. 
H.  F.  Smith,  Lawrence  Moran,  Jas.  F.  Smith,  E.  H.  Smith, 
and  C.  P.  Allen  testified  in  behalf  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company. 

Mr.  C.  P.  Allen,  engineer  for  the  water  company,  introduced 
into  the  record  a  written  report  containing  his  opinion  of  the 
cost  of  reproducing  those  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company  in  use  and  useful.  At  the  termination  of  the  hearing 
time  was  allowed  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  and  the 
city  of  Cripple  Credc  to  file  briefs  with  the  Commission. 

Following  is  a  condensed  summary  of  the  cost  to  reproduce 

the  property  owned  by  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company,  as 

contained  in  the  report  of  Mr.  Hooker,  civil  engineer  for  the  Com* 

mission : 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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CONDENSED  SUMMARY  OF  VALUATION— 
The  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company. 


ClEAsiflcatlon 


Cat  New 


▼alue 


Present 
Talne 


Land , 

ReserToln , 

Main  eupply  pipe  line. ... 

Distribution  system 

Mlscellaneooa  eQulpment 
Water  rights 

Totals 


I  5.821 
27.767 
66.928 
185.479 
1.771 
28.000 


7,678 
M.tt6 


$  tsrn 

21.688 
67.129 
120.M 
1.771 
28.000 


«264.a56 


$67,298 


8288,796 


Following  is  a  statement  of  the  overhead  charges  of  the  Cripple 

Creek  Water  Company,  as  allowed  by  Civil  Engineer  Hooker  and 

included  in  his  summary  of  valuation : 

STATEMENT  OF  OVERHEAD  CHARGES— 
The  Cripple  Credc  Water  Ccmpany. 


Classification  of  Property 


Items 


Land 

*^if„r 

Mrtribu- 
tion 

0 

2 

2 

1 

6 

2 

0 

2 

2 

7 

2 

2 

2 

k 

k 

0 

1 

1 

10 

121 

91 

Beserrolrs 


Inventory  omissions  and  contincencles 

EnsrlneerinfT 

Qeneral  supervision 

Interest  durlngr  construction , 

Legal , 

Taxes  and  insurance , 

OVitals 


Following  is  a  summary  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  those 
properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  in  use  and  use- 
ful, as  estimated  by  C.  P.  Allen,  the  water  company's  engineer : 

Distribution  system    $167,344.27 

Supply  pipes , 75,780.82 

Reservoirs    60,656.00 

Water  rights 72,200.00 

Storage 35,464.00 

Real  estate 2,280.00 

Interest  during  construction,  one  year  8%  $389,742.10    31,896.16 

Leg^l  services  and  investigation 17,642.00 

Total 1463,162.26 

Depreciatioa 116,337.06 

Present  physical  value $346,816.20 

Mr.  Allen  found  the  cost  of  development  to  be: 

Engineering  service 7% 

Contingent  expense  6% 

Contractors*  profits 20% 

Interest  during  construction,  interest  on  full  cost  of  plant  for  one 

year  at 8% 

The  following  are  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  Commission's 
statistician,  based  upon  figures  secured  from  the  books  of  the 
P.U.R.1916C.  Pjgi^,^^^  by  ^ou^it: 
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Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  and  the  Michigan  Pipe  Com- 
pany: 

Property  and  Phmt  Account,  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company. 

Cripple  Creek  contraot $63,783.62 

Pipe  line  eztenaiong  83,'/40.97 

Jonea's  contract    3,404.01 


Water  rights   

Real  estate — 

Wilber  land $1,660.90 

Texas  placer    504.35 


$150,937.60 
28,000.00 


2,165.25 


iy>tal  property  and  plant $181,092.85 

''The  above  srhows  actual  book  aecountB  of  property  and  plant 
account.  These  amounts  are  shown  by  schedules  furnished  in 
exhibit  A,  being  the  amounts  taken  from  the  books  of  the  Michi- 
gan Pipe  Company,  for  material,  etc.,  furnished  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  and  transferred  after- 
ward to  the  records  of  Ae  water  company.  In  this  exhibit  A 
is  also  a  schedule  which  is  an  account  of  The  Cripple  Creek 
Water  Company  with  the  Michigan  Pipe  Company,  amounting 
to  $16,676.14,  which  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  BL  F.  Smith  should 
be  included  in  the  plant  account  of  the  water  company,  as  it 
was  paid  out  of  the  earnings  of  the  water  company  and  is  a  part 
of  the  items  shown  in  the  balance  sheet  account  of  the  Michigan 
Pipe  Company.  As  this  does  not  appear  in  the  book  accounts  of 
the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company,  I  am  unable  to  consider 
this  amount  in  the  property  and  plant  account.  I  have  ex- 
amined the  items  in  exhibit  A  and  find  that  these  items  are  all 
proper  charges  to  construction  account.  I  have  not  checked  these 
accounts  with  the  books  of  the  Michigan  Pipe  Company,  of 
which  this  is  a  copy,  and  the  amount  was  charged  in  a  lump  sum 
on  the  books  of  the  water  company. 

Statement  of  Revenue  and  Operating  Expenses. 


Por 
Tear 

ABsesflment 
Roll 

Hydrant 
Rental 

Expensea 

1901      

182.462.96 
81.704.18 
24,718.87 
27.361.24 
82,389.86 
29.789.45 
26,777.64 
28.205.68 
29,771.87 
28.082.70 
26.228.98 
25.481.40 
24.817.81 
22.040.76 

1  7.220.00 
8.495.00 
8.720.00 
8,720.00 
8,720.00 
8.720.00 
4,450,00 
4.405.00 
6,675.00 
17.625.00 
8.500.00 
6,700.00 
9,600.00 
8.550.00 

$18,840.88 
12.800.04 
18.518.86 
9.815.87 
11,184.62 
10.028.18 
8,160.79 
9.888.12 
9.798.48 
6.418.48 
6,070.87 
6.797.86 
20.451.61 
16.065.02 

1902 

1903      

1904            

1905     

1006       

1907  

1908     

1909            

1910 

1911          

1912 

1918        

1914          
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^The  above  is  memoranda  data  of  acooimts  as  taken  from  the 
record  book  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company.  It  repre- 
sents actual  entries  on  said  records  which  are  more  fully  ex- 
plained in  the  statement  of  detailed  income  account.  This  record 
covers  a  period  from  1901  only,  inasmuch  as  there  are  no  records 
previous  to  that  date.  The  items  of  hydrant  rental  are  actual 
book  records ;  adjustments  of  differences  between  the  amount  re- 
ceived and  this  account  appears  in  bills  receivable,  as  the  hydrant 
rentals  were  paid  by  city  warrants,  and  in  some  cases  entries 
were  made  when  warrants  were  received  and  in  some  cases  when 
warrants  were  paid.  These  amounts  I  am  unable  to  check  fully 
on  account  of  the  differences  in  way  of  crediting  tihtese  amounts 
as  the  records  are  kept.  These  items  should  have  been  shown 
by  journal  entries,  instead  of  direct  ledger  charges,  and  in  some 
cases  these  warrants  were  used  by  the  Michigan  Pipe  Company 
and  H.  B.  Smith  as  collateral  for  bank  loans. 

"The  extraordinary  increase  in  expense  accounts  shown  in  the 
years  1913  and  1914  is  due  to  the  charges  of  $3,000  for  manage- 
ment by  Bay  City,  Michigan,  general  offices ;  also  the  amounts  of 
$7,646.88  charged  to  depreciation  in  1918,  and  $7,248.71  charged 
to  depreciation  in  1914.  These  charges  were  not  made  in  pre- 
vious years," 
p.uji.i9iea 
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The  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  was  incorporated  on  the 
4th  day  of  December,  1894,  with  capital  stock  of  $100,000, 
divided  into  4,000  shares  of  $25  each.  The  term  of  the  charter 
of  the  corporation  was  twenty  years,  and  the  incorporators  were 
Stephen  B.  Saleno,  Eugene  H.  Smith,  and  Henry  Diedrich.  On 
the  13th  day  of  February,  1916,  the  charter  of  the  corporation 
was  renewed,  and  the  annual  report  filed  with  the  secretary  of 
state  on  the  same  date  contains,  among  other  items,  the  following : 

Eighth :  The  property  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company 
is  in  good  condition,  both  real  and  personal.  The  deterioration 
of  the  supply  and  distributing  pipe  line  amounts  to  a  reasonable 
depreciation  for  wear  and  tear. 

The  financial  condition  of  the  company  at  the  present  time  is 
good,  there  being  no  bonded  or  other  indebtedness. 

M.  H.  Smith,  Acting  President 
Henry  B.  Smith,  Secretary. 

On  the  19th  day  of  May,  1893,  the  city  of  Cripple  Creek 
passed  an  ordinance  granting  to  one  S.  V.  Saleno,  of  Bay  City, 
Michigan,  a  representative  of  the  owners  of  the  Michigan  Pipe 
Company,  who  are  also  the  owners. of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company,  a  franchise  for  a  period  of  twenty  years,  which  was 
subtransferred  to  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company.  The  fran- 
chise provided  that  the  city  of  Cripple  Creek  should  pay  to  the 
Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  an  annual  rental  of  $6,000,  pay- 
able quarterly,  for  eighty  double-discharge  fire  hydrants;  that 
all  fire  hydrants  ordered  by  the  board  of  trustees  in  excess  of 
eighty  should  be  paid  for  at  an  annual  rental  of  $60  each ;  and 
that  four  drinking  fountains  should  be  erected  by  the  company 
for  public  use,  in  return  for  which  the  company  should  be  exempt 
from  municipal  taxes.  The  franchise  further  provided  that  th# 
fire  hydrants  should  be  used  only  in  case  of  fire  and  for  the 
flushing  of  gutters  and  sewers,  with  a  further  proviso  that  the  city 
should  be  entitled  to  take  therefrom  free  water  for  the  Sprinkling 
of  streets.  A  schedule  of  rates  was  included  in  franchise,  and 
provision  made  that  the  waterworks  should  be  completed  by  No- 
vember 1,  1893. 

It  appears  that  a  period  of  four  months  was  consumed  in  the 
construction  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  plant,  and  that 
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the  corporation  began  actual  operation  in  the  year  1894.  The 
books  of  the  corporation  never  have  been  kept  in  the  city  of 
Cripple  Creek,  bnt  were  made  a  part  of  the  books  of  the  Michi- 
gan Pipe  Company  at  Bay  City,  Michigan.  It  therefore  became 
necessary  for  the  Commission  to  order  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company  to  produce  its  books  for  examination  within  the  state 
of  Colorado. 

The  franchise  granted  the  water  company  by  the  city  of  Cripple 
Creek  expired  May  19,  1913.  Since  that  time  the  water  com- 
pany has  operated  in  the  city  of  Cripple  Creek  without  a  fran- 
chise, there  having  been  a  disagreement  between  the  city  and  the 
water  company  as  to  the  rates  and  charges,  and  the  rules,  regu- 
lations, and  practices  surrounding  the  same,  of  the  Cripple  Creek 
Water  Company;  and  it  appears  from  the  resolution  passed  by 
the  city  council  of  Cripple  Creek  requesting  the  Commission  to 
investigate  into  the  rates  and  charges  of  the  water  company,  and 
the  rules,  regulations,  and  practices  surrounding  the  same,  that 
it  is  the  desire  of  the  city  to  first  have  the  Commission  determine 
reasonable  rates  and  charges  which  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company  should  charge  the  city  of  Cripple  Creek  and  its  citizens 
before  entering  into  a  franchise  contract  with  the  water  company, 
although  it  heretofore  has  been  decided  by  the  Commission  that 
rates  and  charges,  and  rules,  regulations,  and  practices  surround- 
ing the  same,  set  forth  in  a  frandiise  contract,  may  be  altered, 
modified,  and  readjusted  by  the  Commission  during  the  period 
of  said  franchise  contract. 

The  water  company,  through  its  esigineer,  Mr.  Allen,  intro^ 
duced  into  the  record  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproducing  its 
property  in  use  and  useful,  setting  forth  the  cost  new  and  also 
the  present  fair  value  of  the  properties.  The  fair  present  value 
of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  in  use 
and  useful  has  been  estimated  by  the  witness  Allen,  under  the  re- 
production method,  to  be  $346,816.20.  This  value  exceeds  by- 
Ill  3,020  the  present  fair  value  of  the  properties  as  found  by  the 
Commission's  engineer.  While  the  Commission  does  not  doubt 
the  sincerity  of  the  witness  Allen,  it  finds  that  the  sum  of  $346,- 
815.20,  estimated  by  him  to  be  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  prop- 
erties of  the  water  company  in  use  and  useful,  less  accrued  de- 
preciation, to  be  highly  excessive. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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[1]  In  his  estimate  of  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  propertiea 
of  the  water  company  in  use  and  useful,  Engineer  Allen  has 
allowed  7  per  cent  for  engineering  services,  but,  while  the  Com- 
mission realizes  that  7  per  cent  for  engineering  services  may  not 
be  excessive  in  estimating  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  properties 
of  the  company,  under  this  method  of  estimating  value,  it  must 
insist  that  the  percentage  be  applied  only  to  that  part  of  the 
properties  of  the  company  which  necessarily  requires  engineer- 
ing supervision,  and  it  finds  in  the  Allen  report  an  application 
of  the  7  per  cent  engineering  service  to  properties  of  the  company 
in  which  no  engineering  service  is  required.  [2]  In  previous 
cases  the  Commission  has  permitted  10  per  cent  for  contractors' 
profits  under  the  reproduction  method  of  valuing  property,  but 
the  allowance  of  this  percentage  is  contingent  upon  the  fact  that 
the  same  be  applied  only  to  such  properties  as  require  a  con- 
tractor. Engineer  Allen  not  only  has  allowed  20  per  cent  for 
contractors'  profits,  but  has  applied  the  same  to  properties  pur- 
chased without  the  aid  of  a  contractor,  such  as  stores  and  sup- 
plies, meters,  etc  [3]  He  also  has  allowed  $17,642  for  legal 
services  and  investigation,  an  amount  which  the  Commission 
holds  is  unreasonable. 

The  Witness  Allen  made  an  allowance,  "Interest  during  con- 
struction, 8  per  cent  of  $389,472,  or  $33,896.15."  The  allow- 
ance made  by  the  Commission's  engineer  for  interest  during 
construction  does  not  exceed  $4,000,  and  the  Commission  is 
of  the  opinion  that  this  allowance  is  a  liberal  one. 

It  becomes  apparent,  therefore,  that  the  report  introduced  into 
the  record  in  the  above  cause  by  Engineer  Allen  has  been  of  no 
real  value  to  the  Commission  in  arriving  at  the  present  fair  value 
of  the  property  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company. 

Report  of  the  Commissions  Engineer. 

The  Commission's  engineer,  in  arriving  at  the  present  fair 
value  of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  in 
use  and  useful,  adopted  the  reproduction  method  and  found  the 
cost  of  reproducing  the  properties  new;  also  the  present  fair 
value  of  the  properties  by  deducting  accrued  depreciation.  In 
arriving  at  the  present  fair  value  of  the  properties,  Mr.  Hooker 
has  allowed  $28,000  for  water  rights,  which  sum  appears  actually 
P.U.R.191«C. 
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to  have  been  expended  by  the  company.  AH  other  allowance* 
made  by  the  Oommission's  engineer  were  in  accoTdance  with  the 
method  of  finding  the  cost  of  the  reproduction  of  the  properties, 
including  current  prices  for  material  and  labor. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that,  while  the  reproduction 
method  of  valuing  property  is  an  important  factor  in  valua- 
tions by  state  regulatory  bodies,  the  Commission  as  a  general 
rule  is  unable  to  follow  or  adopt  the  reproduction  theory  in  the 
strictest  sense  of  its  meaning.  While  it  is  true  that  an  engineer, 
in  arriving  at  the  present  fair  value  of  a  public  utility  property 
by  the  method  of  reproducing  the  property  new  as  of  the  date 
of  the  valuation,  arrives  at  the  present  fair  value  of  the  property 
by  deducting  accrued  depreciation,  yet  this  theory  cannot  be 
followed  to  the  extent  that  prices  of  material  and  the  cost  of 
labor  should  be  taken  as  of  the  date  of  the  valuation,  but,  in  all 
fairness,  should  be  averaged  for  a  period  of  years, — the  reason 
for  this  conclusion  being  quite  apparent. 

The  Commission's  engineer  finds  that  the  present  fair  value 
of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  in  use 
and  useful  is  $288,796. 

Original  Cost 

[4]  Pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  Commission,  the  Cripple 
Creek  Water  Company  produced  its  books  for  inspection  by  the 
Commission's  statistician,  and  from  an  examination  of  the  report 
of  Mr.  Herbert,  the  Commission  has  been  able  to  find  the  original 
cost  of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company.  It 
certainly  is  true  that  actual  and  replroduction  cost  may  well  be 
taken  as  checks  upon  each  other.  This  Commission  is  aware 
that,  in  a  large  majority  of  the  cases  presented  to  it,  actual  or 
original  cost  cannot  be  ascertained  with  any  degree  of  certainty. 
The  reasons  for  this  conclusion  are  so  evident  as  to  need  no  elab- 
oration. By  original  cost,  in  the  case  of  physical  properties,  is 
meant  tiie  actual  cost  new  of  properties  in  use,  while  in  arriving 
at  the  reproduction  cost  the  Commission  endeavors  to  ascertain 
the  present  day  cost  of  replacing  existing  property.  In  both 
cases,  depreciation,  or  the  estimated  decline  in  units  of  service 
from  wear,  obsolescence,  inadequacy,  or  any  other  caus^,  is 
equally  to  be  considered,  and  estimates  necessarily  must  be  used 
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in  both  lines  of  investigation.  In  this  oase  the  Commission  has 
been  able  to  ascertain  the  actual  cost  of  the  properties  of  the 
water  company,  this  being  shown  in  its  books  and  other  records. 
In  the  cases  heretofore  presented  to  this  Commission  it  has 
been  impossible  to  ascertain  the  true  original  cost  to  date,  or  the 
cost  of  the  existing  property,  as  few  accounts  would  bear  the 
test  of  a  careful  examination  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at 
original  cost.  Frequently  there  has  been  confusion  between  the 
cost  of  renewals  and  repairs  and  maintenance,  and  usually  many 
of  the  older  records  were  out  of  existence.  This  case  presents 
one  of  the  rare  instances  in  which  the  Commission  has  been  able 
to  ascertain  the  actual  cost  of  the  properties  of  the  utility  in 
use  and  useful.  In  this  case  it  has  been  possible  to  ascertain 
clearly  the  detailed  cost  of  these  properties,  and  by  applying 
the  rule  that  where  original  cost  may  be  obtained  accurately  the 
question  of  whether  or  not  the  investment  was  made  honestly, 
wisely,  and  prudently  must  be  considered  also,  the  Commission 
has  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  important  test  in  this  case 
is  the  original  cost  to  date  of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek 
Water  Company,  provided  the  same  was  honestly,  wisely,  and 
prudently  made,  and  that  the  valuations  made  by  the  engineers 
of  the  water  company  and  the  Commission  should  receive  small 
consideratioti  at  its  hands. 

From  an  examination  of  the  report  of  the  Commission's  statis- 
and  from  the  undisputed  evidence  in  the  record,  as  well 
^  ^^^Hthe  admissions  in  the  brief  of  counsel  for  the  Cripple 
^•^^^^^  ^^\^ter  Company,  it  is  found  that  the  original  cost 
new  to  date>^  ^j^^  properties  of  the  water  company  is  $197,- 
768.99 ;  provide^^  ^^^  ^^  Commission  should  add  to  this  amount 
the  sum  of  $4,700  tt^iaclude  the  salaries  of  H.  F.  Smith,  Henry 
Diedrich,  and  S.  V.  &«^ieno  for  services  during  the  construction 
of  the  system.  At  the  tV  ^  ^^  ^j^^  construction  of  the  properties 
of  the  Cripple  Creek  Wat\  Company  these  men  were  employed 
by  the  Michigan  Pipe  Com^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^  Colorado  by 
that  company  to  supervise  the  eonstruction  of  the  work  in  this 
state.  To  this  amount  should  b.^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  overhead 
charges  not  included  in  the  books  oi  ^  ^^  eompany.  Thereupon, 
by  adopting  the  method  of  depreciatiOL^^  ^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  Commis. 
sion^s  engineer,  by  making  allowance  x^^^  working  capital  in 
P.U.R.1916C.  &        r      -7 
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aocordance  with  the  mfstboda  heretofore  adopted  by  this  Coznmia* 
sion,  and  by  considering  the  properties  of  the  Oripple  Greek 
Water  Company  as  a  going;  ooncern,  the  Commission  arrives  at 
the  present  feir  values  of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek 
Water  company* 

Water  Rights. 

[5]  It  appears  from  the  evidaice  in  this  case  that  Henry  B, 
Smith,  on  the  13ih  day  of  February,  1893,  purchased  priorities 
No.  7,  67,  151,  and  298,  water  district  No.  12,  in  Fremont 
county,  Colorado,  totaling  1,33  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second  of 
time,  from  the  Fremont  Ditch,  Pipe  Line,  &  Water  Company, 
and  subsequently  conveyed  the  same  to  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company.  These  appear  to  be  the  only  water  rights  owned  by 
the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company  up  untU  the  year  1901,.  al- 
though the  company  was  delivering  water  to  the  municipality 
of  Cripple  Creek  and  its  citizens  for  a  period  of  eight  years  prior 
to  this  date. 

Subsequently  the  water  company  purchased  four  separate 
priorities  to  the  use  of  water  taken  from  Beaver  creek,  totaling 
6.89  cubic  feet  per  second  of  time.  The  amount  paid  for  these 
rights,  as  shown  by  the  record,  was  $28,000. 

Although  no  evidonoe  was  introduced  as  to  the  necessity  for 
acquiring  the  additional  water  ri^ts  in  the  year  1901,  it  is  fairly 
inferable  from  the  record  that  these  purchases  were  dictated  by 
the  tlten  existing  demands  upon  the  company  and^  the  reasonable 
anticipated  demands  of  tho  future,  and  upon  diis  basis  it  may  be 
assumed,  in  the  absence  of  definite  contravening  testimony,  that 
the  investment  in  question  was  not  unwisely  made. 

Some  opinion  evidence  was  presented  with  respect  to  the  so- 
called  ^'market  value"  of  these  water  rights  by  reference  to  values 
which  the  righta  might  possess  if  it  were  possible  to  transfer 
dLversian  points  thereof  and  supply  a  distant  community  with 
this  water  Mpply>  but  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Commission  that 
the  evidence  in  that  lespect  is  not  sufficiently  definite  in  character 
to  warrant  fixing  the  said  value  at  <^her  than  the  actual  cost  of 
snoh  supply* 

Upon  tioK  presumption  that  the  purchase  was  not  unwisely 
made,  the  Cammiflsi<m  reaches  the  common-sense  inference  that 
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the  actual  value  was  the  amount  of  the  purchase  price  in  this 
case. 

The  Commission  has  given  careful  consideration  to  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  basic  title  to  the  water  rights  in  question  is 
vested  in  the  company,  or  in  the  consumers  of  water,  as  a  body, 
supplied  by  the  company's  system..  On  the  one  hand  it  is  argued, 
on  the  authority  of  Farmers'  High  Line  Canal  &  Reservoir  Co. 
V.  Southworth,  13  Colo.  Ill,  4  L.II.A.  767,  21  Pac.  1028,  and 
Wheeler  v.  Northern  Colorado  Irrig.  Co.  10  Colo.  582,  3  Am. 
St  Rep.  603,  17  Pac.  487,  that  the  basic  right  is  in  the  water 
consumer,  not  in  the  carrier,  and  that  the  carrier's  relationship 
to  the  consumer  is  that  of  agent,  and  permitting  the  consumer's 
appropriation  to  become  vested  in  him.  On  the  other  hand, 
upon  the  basis  of  the  decision  in  the  San  Joaquin  &  K.  River 
Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.  v.  Stanislaus  County,  233  TJ.  S.  454,  58  L. 
ed.  1041,  34  Sup.  Ot  Rep.  652,  and  analogous  cases,  it  is  urged 
that  the  title  is  vested  in  the  company,  and  that  the  consumer 
bears  the  relationship  to  the  carrier  of  mere  licensee,  and  that 
this  evidently  is  the  situation,  where,  as'  in  the  pending  case,  the 
water  right  in  question  was  boYight  outright  from  the  original 
appropriator  by  the  carrier  company. 

The  Commission  finds  it  unnecessary  to  determine  this  inter- 
esting and  important  question.  Should  the  first  stated  view  be 
determined  to  be  correct,  it  obviously  is  true  that  before  the  cai^ 
rier  company  in  the  present  case  was  in  position  to  perform  its 
agency  duties  it  was  necessary  for  it  to  expend  money  in  the 
acquirement  of  rights  already  vested  to  the  use  of  the  waters  of 
Beaver  creek,  and,  in  the  absence  of  a  definite  showing  that  the 
quantity  acquired  was  excessive  in  amount  or  in  price  paid,  it 
must  be  assumed,  in  arriving  at  the  fair  valuation  of  the  com- 
pany's property,  that  the  company  is  entitled  to  include  therein 
the  purchase  price  of  the  water  rights  acquired.  Under  the 
second  view — that  an  unlimited  fee  title  to  tJie  watet  right  ac- 
quired is  vested  in  the  company — ^it  is  clearly  the  duty  of  the 
company  t6  present  definite  evidence  with  respect  to  the  market 
value  of  such  rights.     This  it  has  not  dena 

[6]  It  was  urged  in  the  hearing  that  the  quantity  of  water 
purehased  by  the  company  was  exbesaive  in  amount  for  the 
asserted  reason  that  the  pipe  lines  owned  by  the  company,  and 
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which  afford  the.  (me  means  of  transporting  the  water  in  question 
to  the  city,  have  a  combined  carrying  capacity  of  2.6  cubic  feet 
per  second  of  time,  and  that  therefore  no  reason  existed  for  the 
company  acquiring  7.22  cubic  feet  of  water  per  second. 

With  respect  to  this  contention,  no  definite  testimony  was 
adduced  as  to  the  seasonal  low  conditions  of  Bearer  cr^k,  nor 
with  respect  to  the  rights  of  prior  appropriators,  if  any,  on 
Beaver  creek.  That  is  to  say,  there  is  no  evidence  presented  as 
to  whether  or  not  these  7.22  cubic  feet  of  decreed  water  is  avail- 
able at  all  seasons  of  the  year.  Under  these  circumstances  the 
Commission  feels  that  it  must  assume  that  there  was  a  reasonkble 
necessity  for  the  company  to  acquire  an  amount  of  water  in  ex- 
cess of  the  dischai?ge  capacity  of  the  company's  pipe  lines.  This 
assumption  is  applicable  particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
company  owns  two  certain  reservoirs,  which  apparently  are  used 
exclusively  for  the  temporary  impounding  of  the  water  to  which 
the  company,  or  the  consumers,  are  entitled  by  virtue  of  the 
direct  appropriation  rights. 

The  testimony  in  this  case,  therefore,  leads  reasonably  to  the 
conclusion  that  said  reservoirs  -were  acquired  for  the  purpose  of 
more  efficient  utilization  of  the  direct  diversion  rights  purchased 
by  the  company,  to  the  end  that  the  water  supply  obtained  might 
be  equalized  and  rendered  certain  throughout  the  year. 

[7]  In  addition  to  the  construction  cost  of  said  reservoirs,  the 
company,  if  its  contention  is  understood,  has  laid  claim  to  their 
capacity  value,  apparently  upon  the  theory  that  if  said  reser^ 
voire  were  not  used  for  the  purpose  of  temporarily  impounding 
and  more  efficiently  using  the  irrigation  rights  acquired,  they 
could  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  catching  the  flood  and  unappro- 
priated waters  of  Beaver  creek  during  the  storage  season.    • 

In  the  absence  of  any  showing  as  to  the  existence  of  any  un- 
appropriated flood  waters  of  Beaver  creek,  the  Commission  can- 
not allow  this  claim,  nor  does  the  Commission  feeV  tKat  a 
theoretical  availability  in  use  of  these  reservoirs  for  a  difi^erent 
purpose  than  that  for  which  they  are  now  utilized  is  ptoperly  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Commission  in  determinizig  this  ease. 

It  is  conceded  that  these  reservoirs  are  valpable  adjuncts  in 
the  utilization  of  the  direct  5ow  rights  acquired,  but  the  Com- 
mission considers  that  the  company,  in  being  allowed  the  fuU 
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valtie  of  fiuch  rights  and  the  expense  of  construetion  for  such 
reservoirs,  has  reoeived  all  it  is  legally  (sntitled  to  receive  with 
redp«e%  to  its  water  rights. 

Pipe  Lines, 

[8]  In  the  year  1901  the  Cripple  Greek  Water  Oompany  pur- 
chased a  quantity  of  used  pipe  line  material  iand  constructed  a 
^ineh  pipe  line  running  parallel  to  the  then  estilsting  ^ndb  pipe 
line  from  its  mountain  reservoirs  to  a  reservoir  known  as  the 
"city  reservoir/^  located  at  Cripple.  Greek,  which  is*  of  sufficient 
capacity  to  provide  adequate  fire  protection,  and  continuity  of 
service. 

The  record  has  been  searched  in  vain  to  find  a  reason  for  the 
construction  of  this  additional  pipe  line.  In  1901  the  city  of 
Cripple  Greek  was  not  growing;  in  faet,  the  population  had  be- 
gun to  diminish.  The  Gonnniasioner's  engineer  testified  that 
1,790,000  gallons  of  water  oan.be  delivered  daily  to  the  city  of 
Cripple  Creek  by  the  use  of  the  two  wooden  pipe  Jiaaes  now  con- 
structed, and  that  the  daily  consumption  at  Cripple  Creek  to-day 
is  ^0,000  gallons  of  water,  therefore,  the  Commission  is  im- 
peihd  to  the  conclusion  that  the  investment  miade  by  the  com- 
pany for  the  additional  pipe  line  in  the  year  1901  wa9  Bot  wisely 
and  prudently  made,  and  that  the  same  cannot  be  considered  by 
this  Commission,  in  a  rate-making  case,  as  property  in  use  and 
useful  to^ay.  Hence  the  GDinmission  has  deducted  from  the 
present  value  of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Com- 
pany the  present  value  of  the  additional  pipe  line,  and  finds  the 
present  fair  value  of  the  properties  of  the  Cripple  Greek  Water 
Company  in  use  and  useful  to  be  $160,000  for  rate*making  pur- 
poses. . 

Operating  Expenses  and  Revenues, 

[9]  It  appears  from  one  of  the  exhibits  introduced  into  the 
evidence  by  the  Commission's  statistician  that  the  water  company 
has  earned  in  excess  of  $850,000  in  fourteen  years'  operation, 
exclusive  of  the  aggregate  operating  expenses  and  the  deprecia- 
tion reserve  of  $14,000  laid  aside  by  the  oompany  in  the  years 
1913  and  1914.  It  likewise  appears  from  the  report  of  the 
Commission's  statistician  that  the  company  has  current  assets  of 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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$62^803.94.  No  difficulty  was  experiexiced  im  ascertaining  the 
fact.thatra  large  part  of  the  ocnnpany's  investment  was  made  from 
eamings^and  that  this  eompaoiy.'has  been' one  of  the  most  ptroB' 
perons  and  best  paying  pubHe  Utilities  doing  business  within 
this  state. 

The  opesftting  expenses  of  the  Cripple  Oreek  Water  Com^ 
pany,  exdusive  of  depreciation^  taxes,  and'  Bay  Oity  manage- 
m^it,  for  the  year  1914,  were  $d,li29.96.  The  taxes  paid  hy  tiiis 
oompanj  in  the  year  1014'iipon  ita  properties  (a  part  of  same 
set  bein^  iin  nse  alxd  nseful  in  the  furnishing  of  water  to  tiie 
eitizeas  and  nmnieipality  of  Qripple  Creek)  were  $6,764.10. 
Allowing  $1,000  for  the  management  of  the  company  at  Bay 
City,  iMidugan,  and  an  annual  depreciaticai  reserve  of  $2,500, 
the  total  operating  expenses  of  the  company  are  found  to  be 
$16,894.06j  :  It'ia  true  that  the  water  oompiany  set  aside  on  its 
books  for  the  years  1918  and  1914,  reepeotivelyy  a  depreciation 
reserve  of  $7,546.68  and  $7,243.71,  plus  the  sum!  of  $3,000  as 
an  anmial  openuting  expense  for  management  and  to  cover  the 
salary  of  a  clerk  at  Ba:y  City,  Michigan.  The  CommissiMni  is 
of  the  opinion  that  $2,500  is  the  proper  amount  to  be'  set  aside 
annually  &r  the  Crippk  Creek  Watifr  Company  as  a  depfecia* 
tion  reaerre^  [10]  and  that'  an  annnal  ohaijgeof  $>1,000  is  hberal 
for  general  niana;ge!iaeht  and  the  keisping  of  the  books  of  the  com-* 
pany,  which  ^hereafter  ^all  be  kept  at  the  city  of  Cripple  Greek 
and  reports  made  tber^rom:  to  the*  CbmmiBsion  in  accordance 
with  its  rules  and  regulations. 

It  appears  from  the  records  of  the  company  that  for  the  yeara 
1912;  1918,  and  1914  the  s^evenues  ef  the  water  company,  ex^- 
elusive  of  hydrant  rental,  were  $72,83^.97,  or  an  average  ©f 
$24,118.82  annually.  The  books  of  the  company  hiave  been  kept 
in  so  negligent- a  manneiT  as  to  give  the  Commission  no  better 
basis  npon  which  to  arrive  at  the  annual  revenues,  exclusive,  of 
hydrant  rentals.  The  municipality' of  Cripple  Cteek  has  paid 
to  the  company  an  annual  hydrant  rental  of  $8,600,  or  an  average 
of  about  $6lL60  per  hydrant,  there  having  been  140  fire  hydrants 
in  use.  The  nmnieipality,  through  its  city  council,  has  discon- 
tinued the  use  of  40  ef  these  hydrants,  and  the  Commission  nmst 
therefore  attempt  'to  estimate  the  fire-hydrant  revennes  of  4;hj6i 
water  company  for  the  future.  '-  Assuming  that  the!  city  of  Crip-' 
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pie  Creek  will  use  not  less  than  100  fire  hydrants  fdr  fire  pur- 
poses and  street  sprinkling,  and  assuming  liie  annual  rental  of 
each  fire  hydrant  to  be  $52.50,  the  annual  fire'  hydrant  rental 
revenue  should  be  $5,250,  making  the  total  annual  reTvnues  of 
the  company  $29,363.32.  It  is  true  that  the  water  company  will 
lose  some  saloon  revenue,  due  to  the  state  prohxhihioin  law,  effec- 
tive January  1,  1916,  but  it  may  be  fair  to  assiune  that  other 
business  ventures  will  take  the  place  of  the  saloons  in  the  city 
of  Cripple  Creek,  as  elsewhere.  Also  this  Commission  ha9  no 
recourse  but  to  state  the  fact  that  the  employeee  of  the  water 
company  have  been  negligent  in  the  collection  of  revenues,  and 
that  it  is  xmable  to  understand,  or  to  oondcme,  the  lax  business 
methods  of  this  company,  as  the  Commission  has. many  times 
stated  that  it  cannot  and  will  not  tolerate  wasteful  ndanagement 
of  public  utilities  within  the  state  of  Colorado,  when  dialled  upon 
to  adjust  and  fiz  fair  rates  for  adequate  service. 

[11]  It  is  the  praetioe  of  this  company  to  compel  the  constuner 
to  lay  and  pay  for  the  service  pipe  from  the  company's  main  to 
the  (mrb  of  the  consumer's  property.  The  Commission  cannot 
concede  the  justice  of  this  rule,  and  finds  it  to  be  unreasonable 
and  .illegal.  The  utility,  and  liot  tiie  ^(Xisumer,  has  the  right  to 
occupy  the  streets,  and  aU  pipes  laid  in  the  streets  should  be  the 
property  of  the  utility,  and  the  expense  of  plaeing  them  should 
be  borne  by  the  utility,  as  it  is  the  business  of  the  water  company 
to  deliver  its  product  to  the  premises  of  the  consumer.  It  is  and 
shaU  be  the  opinion  and  position  of  dds  Commission  that  no 
water  utility  in  the  state  of  Colorado  shall  require,  by  its  rules 
and  r^ulations  or  otherwise,  any  water  consumer  to  lay  and  pay 
ior  a  service  connection  from  the  •company's  main  to  the  con- 
sumer's premises.  It  is  as  much  the  duty  of  the  water  company 
to  supply  a  service  connection  to  the  property  line  as  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  company  to  supply  a  meter  to  the  consumer  when  the 
service  is  metered.  The  consumer  has  no  right  to  dig  up  the 
streets  and  lay  service  pipes,  this  right  belonging  to  the  water 
company  alone ;  the  justice  of  this  being  shown  in  the  fact  that, 
after  being  laid,  the  pipes  are  under  the  complete  control  of  the 
water  company.  The  position  of  the  Commission  in  this  instance 
is  sustained  by  the  following  authorities:'  Glendale  v.  Title 
Guarantee  &  T.  Co.  2  Cal.  R.  C.  R.  989 ;  Janesville  v.  Janesville 
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Water  Co.  7  Wis.  R.  C.  R  628;  B©  Water,  Gas,  Electric  & 
Telepk  Utilitiea  Bequiring  Deposits,  7  Gal.  R,  0.  R.  830,  P.TJ.R. 
1915E,  741;  Hatch  v.  Consumers'  Co.  17  Idaho,  204,  40  L.R.A. 
(N.S.)  268^  104  PaciWO;  OoBSumers'  Co.  v-  Hatch,  224  TJ.  S. 
148,  56  L.  ed.  703,  32  Sup,  Ct.  Rep.  466. 

The  Commission  further  finds  that  the  rates  and  charges  and 
the  rule  pertaining  to  service  connections  of  the  Cripple  Creek 
Water  Company  are  mureasonaUe. 

ORDER. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Com- 
pany shall,  within  thirty  days  from  the  date  of  this  order,  file 
with  this  Commission  a  schedule  of  reasonable  rates  and  charges, 
which  schedule  shall  reduce  not  less  than  lO  per  cent  each  and 
every  rate  and  charge  said  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company 
now  has  or  makes;  said  sdiedule  to  be  subject  to  the  approval 
of  this  Commission  and  to  become  effective  for  the  service  ren- 
dered during  the  month  of  April,  1916,  and  to  remain  in  effect 
thereafter. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  Cripple  Creek  Water  Company 
shall  charge  the  municipality  of  Cripple  Creek  for  fire  hydrai^t 
rental,  which  shall  include  the  use  of  the  fire  hydrants  for  street 
sprinkling  purposes  and  flushing  of  sewers  and  gutters,  not  to 
exceed  $52.50  per  hydrant  per  annum  with  a  minimum  use  of  . 
100  fire  hydrants  by  the  municipality  of  Cripple  Creek,  a,nd  an 
annual  charge  of  $45  per  hydrant  in  excess  of  100  hydrants  used 
by  the  city ;  said  hydrant  rates  to  become  effective  for  the  service 
rendered  during  the  month  of  March,  1916,  and  to  remain  in 
effect  thereafter. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  rule  of  the  Cripple  Creek  Water 
Company  requiring  the  consumer  to  lay  and  pay  for  a  service 
connection  from  the  main  of  the  water  company  to  the  property 
of  the  consumer  liaving  been  found  to  be  unreasonable,  the  fol- 
lowing reasonable  rule  be  substituted  for  this  unreasonable  rule, 
viz. :  "The  company,  at  its  own  expense,  shall  install  all  service 
connections." 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of  Colorado, 
S:  S.  Kendall,  Geo.  T.  Bradley,  and  M.  H.  Aylesworth,  Commis- 
sioners. 
P.U.R.i9iec. 
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EE  WESTBBN  UNITED  GAS  COMPANY. 
[Ko.  3^68.1 

Paffni^enf  —  Quoranty  —  Money  depoaited  in  prepayment  gas  metera, 

1.  It  is  unreasonable  to  require  a  consumer  using  gas  through  a 
prepayment  meter  to  guarantee  the  silfetf  of  mdiley  dq^iM,  of  to  in- 
demnify the  company  against  loss  not  shown  to  have  been  occasioned 
by  his  negligence  or  wrongdoing. 

Service^ Gas '^Ih'epayinent  meters^ Location, 

2.  A  nile  requiring  pi epayment  gas  meters  to  H>  located  ia  places 
that  are  as  in^^ccessible  as  possible  to  persoi^  haTing  i^o  rigfit  upon  the 
premises  is  unreasonable  and  unnecessary. 

Payment  ^^  Deposit  ^^  Prepayment  meter  customer, 

Z',  A  rule  requiring'  a  cash  deposit  of  $5  from  prepayment  meter 
custamers  ia  unveasonable,  aa  it  defefjka  the  pui^poM  o(  inotaUing  pre- 
payment meters;  namely,  to  enable  persqnq.of  small  me^s  to  buy  gas 
without  too  great  an  expenditure  at  one  time! 

[April  7,  1916.] 

AppiiicATfiOK  for  approval  of  prepayment  gas-meter  regula- 
tion; denied. 

By  the  Commission:  The  Western  United  Gas  &  Electric 
Company  is  engaged  in  the  gas  business  in  a  number  of  coun- 
ties in  the  northern  part  of  the  state.  Because  of  losses  occa- 
sioned by  thefts  of  money  from  prepayment. meters,  it  a^ks  the 
approval  of  the  Commission  for  the  following  prepayment  meter 
regulations : 

1.  All  customers  using  gas  through  prepayment  met^*s  shall 
guarj^ntpe  and  be  responsible  to  the  gas  company  fpr  payment 
for  all  gas  consumed  through  the  meter,  and  any  deficiency  in 
the  money  taken  from  the  money  box  shall  be  made  good  by  the 
customer,  whether  this  deficiency  shall  occur  •through  the  acts 
or  omissions  of  the  customer,  or  through  acts  of  any  other  per- 
son or  persons. 

2.  Prepayment  meters  shall  be  located  on  the  premises  of  cus- 
tomers m  places  that  are  as  inaccessil^le  as  po6|3ible  to  persons 
having  no  right  upon  the  preipii^es,  .     . 

8.  The  company  shall  have  the  right  to  require  a  meter  de- 
posit of  $5  from  each  customer  requiring  a  prepayment  meterj 
p.u.R.i9iec. 
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on  the  same  terms  that  the  company  makes  for  all  meter  deposits, 
and  the  company  sh^  allow  interQst  op  same  at  the  rate  of  5 
per  cent  per  annum. 

A  hearing  wasthud  and  evidence  wasr  iqffered  t^^.show  the  extent 
of  the  losses  occasioned  by  such  thefts.  In  the  course  of  the 
hearing,  some  modification  of  the  xnles  was  prop^s^,  by  adding 
to  rale  2  the  words,  ^^or  at  such  other  practicable  place  as  the 
customer  may  determine;"*  and  by  the  adoption  of  two  addi- 
tional rules,  as  follows  j  i    .  , 

"The  use  of  prepayment  meters  shall  be  optional  with  cus- 
tomers^" "^yii^never  feasible,  the  collector  shall  qpeHrthe  money 
box  in  the  presence  of  the  consumer." 

These  modifications,  of  themselves,  are  unobjectionable. 

[1]  The  application  of  thfe  petitioner,  and  the  evidence  in  sup- 
port thereof,  haye  bee^  duly  oopiHcle^ed  li^.thQ:C9dCD^u4si9iV{l)u^ 
the  Oonnaismon  does  not  ooBsidet  it  reaaonaUe  taieqnire  the 
ctistomer  to  guarantee  the  safety  of  money  deposited  in  the  com- 
pany's meter,  ..or  to  require  the  customer  to  indemnify  the  com- 
pany against  losses  n4>t  shown  to  be  occasioned  by  the  negligence 
or  vi^ongdoing  of  the  customer,  .  -  ■ 

[2]  The  location  of  prepayment  meters  must  be  determined 
upon  oonaid^ation  of  varying  Qpnditions  in  different  cases.  The 
second  rule  contained  in  tiiie  petition  does  not -seem  to  be  neces- 
sary or  reasonable. 

[3]  It  is  obvious  that  the  principal  purpose  of  pi-epaynifen^ 
meters  ia  to  enable  p^rson^  of  small  means  to  buy  gas  without 
too  great  n  expenditure  at  one  time.  To  require  them,  as  pro- 
vided in  rule  5,  not  only  to  pay  in  advance,  but  also  to  make  a 
deposit  of  $5,  would  defeat  the  entire  purpose  of  installing  pre- 
payment meters. 

The  CommiBsion  being  of  the  opinion  that  the  regulations 
proposed  in  tiie  application  filed  herein  are  not  reasonable,  it  is 
therefore  ordered  that  the  application  f <yr  the  approval  of  said  , 

regulations  be  denied. 
P.UJR.1916a 
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KANSAS  SUPRKME  COURT. 

STATE  BX  RBL.  CASTER  et  aL 
FLANNELLY,  DISTRICT  JUDGE,  et  aL 

f  [No.  203e4.] 

STATE  OF  KANSAS 

v. 

INDEPENDElSrCE  GAS  COMPANY  et  aL 

[No.  20360.J 
(96  Kan.  372,  162  Pac.  22.) 

Cowrit  — /wrtedtoiton  — PuMto  UtttUies  CommisMon. 

1.  Th%  district  oofurt  of  Mo&tgomer  j  county,  in  an  aetion  there 
pending,  appointed  reoeivers  to  take  charge  of  and.  operate  the  property 
of  a  public  utility,  and  afterward,  on  the  application  of  the  receivers, 
made  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  party  defendant  in  that  action. 
A  petition  against  the  Commission  was  then  illed  in  the  ftction  by  the 
reoeiyers,  and  summons  was  issued  out  of  the  oourt  and  served  on  the 
Commission  in  Shawnee  county.  In  this  petition  the  receivers  asked 
that  the  Commission  be  enjoined  from  enforcing  certain  orders  made 
by  it  at  Topeka,  in  Shawnee  oomty.  Held,  that  the  district  court  did 
not  thereby  obtain  jurisdletion  of  the  CommiBsion,  and  could  not  make 
any  lawful  order,  or  render  any  valid  judgment  against  the  Commission. 

Com«m<Mion  -«  JurUdUtion  —  Iteceivers, 

2.  Receivers,  properly  appointed  by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion, in  possession  of  and  operating  a  public  utility  in  this  stiCte,  are  un- 
der  the  control  of  tiie  Public  Utilitiee  Cammissionr  in  the  eame  manner 
and  to  the  sam^'ezteat  as  the  owners  of  the  utility  would  be  if  tfa^ 
were  operating  the  public  utilities  themselves. 

Bales  ^^Jurisdiction  of  Commission  ^  Utility  operated  by  receivers. 

3.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  power  to  fix  rates  for  the 
service  rendered  by  a  public  utility,  although  that  Utility  is  being  oper- 
ated by  reoeiTers  appointed  by  a  court  of  oompeient  jiurJBdlction. 

Crommeroe^f  fFJbol  eemsMfictfis  intetst^te  c^ptwierce'^SQle  of  natural 
gas, 

4.  It  is  no  part  of  interstate  commerce  to  sell  natural  gas  to  the 
consumers  thereof  in  this  state,  where  the  gas  sold  is  produced  in  both 
Kansas  and  Oklahoma,  and  that  produced  in  C^lahoma,  after  being 
conveyed  in  pipe  lines  to  this  state,  is  so  commingled,  in  the  pipe  lines 
oonveying  the  same,  with  the  gas  produced  in  this  state,  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  separate  or  distinguish  that  produced  in  Oklahoma  from  that 

Headnotes  by  the  CotiBT. 
P.U.R.1016C. 
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produced  in  S*n$a0»  and  after  being  io  eommingled  it  is  oonveyed  from 
dty  to  city  throughout  the  state,  and  is  there  sold  to  the  consumers 
thereof. 

C€>mmerce^Sale  of  nahtral  gaS'^SioMe  reguUitUm  In  db&etwe  of  Ped-^ 
•rsl  l^gtelfltton. 

6.  Asnning  thai  the  sale  of  natural  gat  produoed  in  Oklahoma, 
from  there  tran^Kurted  into  this  state  trough  pipe  lilies  and  here  sold 
to  consumers  throughout  the  state,  is  interstate  commerce,  it  is  not  na- 
tional itt  its  nntore,  it  does  boI  aiduiii  of  om  vdform  system  of  regula* 
tion,  it  is  not  that  kind  of  interstate  commerce  which  requires  eoEclu- 
sive^  legi8lati<m  by  Congress,  and,  until  Congress  acts,  it  is  under  the 
control  of  this  state. 

Mandamua '^  Enforeement  of  Oom/tniMHon  tfrder'^AbBmwe  of  flnat 


6.  A  writ  of  mandamus  will  not  issue  to  enforce  in  order  of  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  before  it  is  fully,  finally,  and  completely 
made. 

Mandamus '^JBnforeement    of    ComtnisMon    oriier  —  Boies  —  lUenol 
retfuHaiUon. 

7.  A  writ  of  mandamus  wiU  not  issue  to  Aforce  an  order  of  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  fixing  rates  for  the  serrice  rendered  by  a 
public  utility,  where  the  rates  fixed  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  or  are  not 
compensatory. 

•  [October  I,  1916.1 

Qeiginai.  mandamus  by  the  State,  on  the  relation  of  H.  O. 
Caster,  as  attorney  for  the  Public  Utilities  Commissi<Hi  and 
others,  against  Thomas  J,  Flannelly,  Judge  of  the  District  Court 
of  Montgomery  County,  and'  the  Receivers  of  the  Kansas  Natural 
Gas  Company,  to  procure  a  vacation  of  an  order  by  the  judge 
making  the  Commission  a  party  defendant  in  an  action  by  the 
state  against  the  gas  company  and  others,  the  vacation  of  a 
temporary  restraining  order,  the  dismissal  of  the  suit  against 
the  Commission,  and  to  compel  the  receivers  to  perform  their 
duties;  writ  denied,  injunction  vacated,  action  dismissed  as  to 
Judge  Thomas  J.  Flannelly,  but  retained  as  to  the  receivers. 

Other  relative  litigation  is  reported  in  P.U.E.1915E,  763, 
P.U-R.1916B,  881,  and  P.U.E.1916C,  56. 

Appearances :  In  No.  20324 :  H.  O.  Caster,  A.  If.  Helm^  and 
F.  S.  Jackson  f  or  plaintiif p ;  Chester  I.  Long,  Robert  Stono,  J.  H. 
Atwood,  T.  F,  Doran,  and  T.  S.  Salathiel  for  defendant^.  In 
No.  20360:  A.  E.  Hehn,  H.  0.  Caster,  and  F.  S.  Jacksw 
for  appellant ;  S.  M*  Byewster,  Attorney  General,  for  the  Stateui 
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Marshall,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  tiie  court: 
In  January,  1912,  the  attorney  geiieral  commenced  an  action 
in  jbliQ  diatriot  .court  q£  MovLtgpmecy  cou^^j  ^^tit]<e(l  ''Xl^e  St/^te^ 
of  Kansas  y.  The  Independence  Gas  Company,  Th&'Caiiaolidated 
Gas,  Oil,  &  Manufacturing  Company,  and  the  Efensfes  Natural 
Gas  Compiany.''  The  petitloii.  charged,  th^t  the  defendants  Vere 
violating  the  anti-trittt  kwa  of.tike  state^>An)d  ps&y^d  f(»r  an.  ouster 
of  the  defendants  and  the  ap^6ilifthttit  of  a  recefvtt-  for  Aeir 
properties.  The  cause  was  tried  October  1,  191^,  and  judgment 
XWdexed  T.ebrv^cr  1§,  IQX^, ,  B.^  Sj,.  Irtitejjtftft^d.aai  John  ]^, 
Landon  were  appointed  receivers  for  the  Kansas  Kativoal  Gas 
Cdmf>any.  The.  gas  companies  engaged  in  distributing'  natural 
gas  furnished  by  the  Kansas*  H'atural  Gas  Company  to  the  con- 
^\uae»9  were  .theA.m,adp  parties ,  4®^^ wi*  ,M>  th®  action,  were 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  judgment,  and  each  was  reatraiiwd  from 
appearing  in  any  ot&er  court  for  ffbe  ieleniiiiiation  of  uny  matter 
in  connection  \^Ith  its  contract  with  the  Kansas  ]S"atural  Gas 
Company.  These  receivers  were  also  appointed  receive^,  for.  the 
Kansas  Natural  Gas  Company  in  Missouri  and  Oklahoma.  At 
the  time  this  judgment  was  rendered,  all  the  property  and  assets 
of  the  Kansas  Natural  G«e  Comipaiiy  were  in  the  possession  of  re-, 
deiverst  «^[)pointed  by  the  Unitisd  States*  distriot  ooutt  for  the  dis- 
tarict  of  Kansas,  In  a  suit  brou^t  by  a  bondholder  of  the  com- 
pany, after  the  action  in  the  state  oourt  had  been  tried.  The 
district  court  of  Montgomery  county,  upoa  the  rendition  of  its 
judgment,/ directed  its  receivers  to  apply  to  the  Federal  courts 
and  ask  that  court  to  direct  the  Federal  receivers  to  turn  over  the 
property  in  their  hands  to  the  receivers  appointed  by  the  state 
court.  Litigation  followed,  which  terminated  in  all  the  property 
of  the  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Company  being  turned  over  to  the 
receivers  appointed  by  the  state  court.  AU  the  property  of  the 
Kansas  Natural  Gas  Company  is  now  in  the  possession  and  con- 
trol of  those  receivers. 

In  December,  1914,  the  creditors  and  stockholders  of  the  Kan- 
sas Natural  Gas  Company 'entered  into  a  stipulation  and  agree- 
ment fixing  the  amounts  that  were  due  the  bondholders, 
Kenholders,  and  stockholders  of  the  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Com- 
pany and  the  companies  subsidiary  thereto,  "this  agreement 
provided  that  ike  reoeiv^rs  might,  as  expedtiionsly  as  possible 
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and  whenever  deeined  advisable  by  the  court,  make  application 
to  the  Public  Utilities  Oommission  for  compensatory  rates  for 
gas.  On  April  9,  1915,  under  the  direction  of  the  court,  tibe 
receivers  filed  with  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  an  applica- 
tion for  compensatory  rates  for  gas.  After  hearing  the  applica- 
tion, the  Oommission,  on  July  16,  1915,  made  findings  and 
rendered  an  opinion,  stating  that  in  all  markets  where  the  net 
price  of  gas  to  consumers  is  25  cents  per  thousand  cubic  fe^t, 
the  rates  should  be  increased  to  28  cents  net,  but  because  more 
than  half  the  gas  supplied  and  marketed  by  the  receivers  of  the 
Kansas  [Natural  Gas  Oompany  is  sold  iii  the  stat^of  Missouri, 
it  would  be  maniifestly  unfair  to  permit  the  receivers  to*  advance 
the  price  of  gas  to  their  Kansas  patrons  unless  a  corresponding 
increase  is  made  to  consumers  in  Missouri,  and  further  stating 
that  the  Commission  awaits  the  pleasure  of  the  rate-regulating 
body  or  bodies  of  Missouri  having  jurisdiction  of  the  subject 
matter,  and  if  in  that  state  proper  add  necessary  orders  be  issued 
establishing  similar  rates  in  Missouri,  an  order,  efiective  simul- 
taneously if  possible,  will  be  issued  by  the  Oommission,  firing 
the  rates  as  above  indicated. 

On  July' 26,  1916,  on  the  application  of  the  receivers,  the  dis^ 
trict  court  entered  an  order  making  the  PnUic  Utilities  Commis- 
sion party  defendant  in  the  action  in  which  l^e  receivers  were 
appointed.  The  receivers  then  presented  a  petition  to  that  court, 
ading  that  the  Coinmission  be  enjoined  from  enforcing  any  and 
all  orders  made  by  the  Public  Ulalities  Commission^  and  that  the 
court,  upooi  the  final  hearing  of  the  petition,  &x  and  determine  a 
fair,  lawful,  reasonable,  and  com^ensiitory  rate  to  be  paid  for 
natural  gas  supplied  by  the  receivers  in  the*  state  of  Kansas. 
Summons  and  a  temporary  restraining  order  were  issued  and 
served  on  the  Commission  in  Shawnee  county.  On  August  7, 
1915,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  appeared  specially  and 
presented  a  motion  to  the  court  to  quash  the -summons  and  service 
thereof,  challenging  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  on  the  gix>unds 
that  neither  of  the  Commissioners  was  served  with  summon^  in 
Montgomery  oounty,  and  that  their  official  residence  was  in 
Topdca,  Shawnee  county.  This  motion  was  denied  August  12, 
1915.  On  August  17,  1916,  H.  O.  Caster,  attorney  for  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission,  filed  in  this  (»tirt  an  application  for  an 
P.U.R.1916C.  "■ 
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gas  f roin  wells  in  Kansas  is  conveyed^  and  the  gas  from  Oklahoma 
and  Kansas  is  then  transported  tiorougfa  the  same  pipe  lines  and 
through  compressing  stations  to  Independence  and  north  and  east 
throughout  tiiis  state^  and  after  supplying  the  consumers  in  this 
state  it  is  transported  into  the  state  of  Missouri,  whete  it  is  sold 
to  other  cdraumera  After  the  gas  from  this  state  is  discharged 
into  the  pipe  lines  vith  the  gas  from  Okl&hotoia,  it  is  impossible  to 
distinguish  one  froin  the  other  or  to  separate  one  from  the  other. 
About  85  per  cent < of  the  gas  sold  -is  produced  in  Oklahoma,  and 
15  p^  cent  is  produced  in  Kansas.  About  60  per  cent  of  the 
gas  sold  is  sold  in  Miflsonri,  and  40  per  cent  is  sold  in  Kansas. 
The  gas  sold  in  Kansas  is  delivered  to  the  consumers  thereof  in 
the  several  cities  by  distribating  companies  operating  under  fran- 
chises obtained  by  the  distributing  eampanies  from  the  cities, 
fixing  the  rates  to  be  charged  customers  for  gas.  Thesedistribut- 
ing  companies  act  as  the  agents  of  the  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Com- 
pany in  the  distribution  and  sale  of  gas.  The  price  received  for 
gas  is  divided  between  the  distributing  companies  and  the  re- 
ceivers on  a  percentage  faaais.  The  gas  is  not  sold  by  the  receivers 
to  the  distributing  companies.  It  is  delivered  from  the  pipe 
lines  of: the  Kansas  Natnxal  Gas  Company^  under  the  control  of 
the  r^eiVers,  into  the  pipe  lines  of  the  distributing  companies, 
and  is,  through  these  pipe  lines,  ccmyeyed  from  the  pipe  lines  of 
the  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Company  to  l^e  consumers.  The  gas  is 
Goaobsiuned  as  fast  as  it  is  sold,  and  is  ocmsumed  immediately  after 
passing  through  the  miSter  measuring  the  gas  to  the  consumers. 

[X]  !•  The  first  question  presented  is,  Did  the  district  court 
of  Montgomery  county  obtain  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  by  the  proceedingB  had  against  the  Comiinission  in 
that  court?  The  receivers  cite  White  v.  Ewing,  169  U.  S.  36, 
40  L.  ed.  67,  15  Sup.  Ot.  Rq?.  1018>  Peck  v;  Elliott,  38  L.R.A. 
616,  24  C.  a  A.  426,  47  U.  S.  App.  605,  79  Fed.  10,  Meredith 
Village  Sav.  Bank  v-  Simpson,  22  Kan.  414,  and  a  number  of 
other  authorities.  In  40  L.  ed.,  67,  we  find  this  headnote  to  White 
V.  Ewing,  ^pra:  "Any  suit  by  or  against  a  receiver  appointed 
in  a  general  'areditors'  suit  pending  in  the  United  States  circuit 
court  against  a  corporation,  whether  for  the  collection  of  its  assets, 
or  for  the  defense  of  its  property  rights,  is  ancillary  to  the  main 
suit,  and  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  cinuiit  court,  regardless 
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either  of  the  citizenship  of  the  parties  or  of  the  amoimt  in  cod^ 
troversy."  - 

In  Peck  V.  EUIott,  88  L.B.A*  616,  630,  24  O.  C.  A.  425,  427, 
47  U.  S.  App.  605,  79  Fed.  10, 11,  this  lajpguage  is  found:  'Tor 
the  purpoee  of  coUeeting  ehoses  in  action,  the  circuii  court  nadgbt 
direct  its  receireiB  ta  institute'  independent  nits  in  that  court  or 
in  the  courts  of  the  state,  .or  cauee  sndi  debtors  to  be  minde  de- 
fendants in  the  principal  oanse,  and  determine  for  itself  aij^ 
question  whieh  might  be  involved  by  the  defeises  to  the  claim." 

In  Meredith  Village  Sav.  Bank  v.  Simpson,  supra,  this  court 
said :  ^The  appointment  of  a  receiver  by  a  dietrict  court  secures 
to  that  court  the  power  to  coiitrol,  at  its  discretion,  all  contrcH 
versies  which  affect  the  property  placed  in  his  custody  as  eueh 
receiver/'    Syi.  T  1- 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  4alls  attention  to  §(§.  50  and 
66  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  (Gen.  Stat  1»09,  §§  5«4a, 
6648).    These  sections,  in  part,  read  as*  folkms : 

Sec.  50.  '^Actions  for  the  foUovring  causes  must  be  brou^ 
in  tibe  county  where  the  cause,  or  some  j>art  thereof,  an»e :    .    .    . 

"Second.  An  action  against  a  pnablic  officer  for  an  act  don©  by 
him  in  virtue  or  tinder  color  of  his  office,  or  for  neglect  of  his 
official  duties." 

Sec.  65.  ^TEvery  other  action  must  be  brought  in  the  county  in 
which  the  defendant  or  some  one  of  the  defendants  residear  may 
be  summoned."  ' 

The  language  used  in  upholding  the  authority  of  a  court  over 
all  matters  affecting  the  property  or  estate  in  the  hands  of  its 
receivers  is  very  broad.  However,  there  must  be  some  limit  to 
the  authority  of  a  court  to  bring  before  it  all  parties  who  may 
have  or  feet  up  a  claim  adverse  to  the  receivers.  If  the  receivers 
claim  that  certain  real  property  belongs  to  the  estaite  in  their 
hands,  and  another  party  is  in  ppssession  and  claims  adversely 
to  the  receivers,  and  it  is  necessary  to  bring  an  actioix  to  obtain 
possession  thereof  ^  where  ^ill  the  action  be  brought  ?  In  the 
court,  and  in  the  cause  in  which  the  receivers  were  appointed,  or 
in  the  cotmty  where  the  land  is  situated  ?  There  is  but  one  reason- 
able answer  to  this  question,  and  that  is  that  sueh  an  iustion  must 
be  brought  in  the  county  where  the  land  is  situated.  If  the  rer 
ceivers,  as  a  part  of  the  astots  of  the  estate  in  tfaeir  hands,  hold  a 
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mortgage  on  real  property  situated  in  another  county^  and  it  ia 
necessary  to  foreclose  that  mortgage,  where  must  that  foreclosure 
take  place  I  Necessarily  in  the  comity  where  the  land  ia  situated. 
If  it  becomes  necessary  to  sue  on  a  note  held  by  receivers,  and 
all  those  liable  on  the  note  reside  outside  the  county  in  which  the 
receivers  have  been  appointed,  where  will  that  action  be  brought  ? 
The  language  in  a  number  of  decisions  is  broad  enough  to  say 
that  it  may  be  brought  in  the  action  appointing  the  receivers,  and 
necessarily  in  that  county.  This  apparently  disr^ards  the  stat- 
ute prescribing  where  actions  shall  or  may  be  brought  Does  the 
Code,  prescribing  the  venue  of  civil  actions>  *pp]y  to  receivers 
the  same  as  to  other  litigants  ?  The  rules  giving  the  court  ap- 
pointing receivers  such  extensive  jurisdiction  are  not  statutory. 
They  are  rules  of  equity.  Their  purpose  is  t9  protect  the  estate 
that  is  in  the  custody  of  the  law  and  under  Ike  control  of  the 
court  But  tiiese  rules  should  not — and  we  are  construed  to 
hold  that  they  do  not — ^interfere  with  the  rules  enacted  by  the 
legislature  for  the  protection  of  those  against  whom  li^l  pro- 
ceedings may  be  instituted. 

The  receivers  contend  that  under  §  50  of  the  Code,  supra,  they 
have  the  right  to  sue  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  Mon^t* 
gomery  coimty,  because  part  of  their  cause  of  action  arose  in  that 
county.  It  is  argued  that  the  receivers  are  residents  of  Montgom- 
eiry  county  and  have  a  right  to  have  compensatory  rates  for  gas, 
that  these  rates  have  been  denied  them,  and  that  under  the  au- 
thorities, where  the  statute  is  qualified  by  the  word%  '^or  some  part 
thiereof,"  the  venue  is  either  where  the  receiveifs  reside,  who  had 
the  right,  or  where  the  Commissioners  reside,  who  denied  the 
right. 

What  part  of  the  receivers'  cause  of  action  against  the  Commis* 
sion  arose  in  Montgomery  county  ?  They  say  their  right  to  sue, 
their  right  to  protect  the  property  in  their  controL  All  persons 
have  a  right  to  sue  when  their  rights  of  person  or  property  are 
invaded.  A  state  officer  acting  under  the  law,  at  the  capital, 
may  perform  an  act  which  some  individual  somewhere  in  the  state 
believes  invades  his  rights  or  does  him  a  wrong.  Such  party  can- 
not sue  unless  his  rights  hate  been  invaded,  but,  that  invasion  by 
an  act  wholly  performed  in  another  county  does  not  give  the 
aggrieved  party  the  right  to  sue  outaide  the  county  where  the  act 
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was  done.  The  action  in  the  diBtrict  court  stands  just  the  same  as 
if  the  receivers  were  attempting  to  contest  the  yalidity  of  an  act 
of  the  legislature^  and  were  seeking  to  enjoin  the  attorney  g^ieral 
or  the  auditor  of  state  or  the  Tax  Commission  or  the  state  board 
of  health  from  proceeding  thereunder. 

The  evident  purpose  of  the  statute  is  to  confine  actions  on 
account  of  the  conduct  of  oflScers  to  the  county  or  counties  in 
which  the  act  or  acts  of  the  officer  were  done.  These  views  are 
supported  by  Clay  v.  Hoysradt,  S  Kan.  74,  80,  where'  this  court 
said :  ^The  language  of  this  section  is  plain,  and  needs  no  oom- 
ment  from  us.  By  it  proceedings  against  public  officers  for 
official  acts  ate  referred  to  the  courts  of  the  county  where  the  acts 
are  done.  It  is  an  expression  of  the  purpose  of  the  legislature  to 
localize  suits  against  officers.  It  relieves  them  from  the  neces- 
sity of  deciding  between  the  conflicting  orders  of  courts  of  dif- 
ferent  counties.  They  are  amenable  only  to  the  courts  of  the 
county  in  which  they  are  acting." 

See  Fay  v.  Edmiston,  28  Kan.  105,  108. 

This  question  should  not  be  disposed  of  without  an  examination 
of  §  35  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  (Gen.  Stat.  1909,  §  5628). 
That  section  reads:  "Any  person  may  be  made  a  defendant  who 
has,  or  claims,  an  interest  in  the  controversy  adverse  t6  the  plain- 
tiff, or  who  is  a  necessary  party  to  a  complete  determination  or 
settlement  of  the  question  involved  therein." 

The  state  of  Kansas  id  plaintiff  in  the  action  in  the  district 
court  of  Montgomery  county.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission 
does  not  claim  adversely  to  the  plaintiff.  The  Commission  has 
no  interest  whatever  in  the  controvert*  It  is  not  a  necessary 
party  to  a  complete  determination  or  settlement  of  the  questions 
involved  in  the  action,  as  disclosed  by  the  pleadings.  I^he  Com- 
mission may  make  an  order,  under  the  law,  that  affects  the  prop- 
erty involved  in  the  controversy,  but  that  does  not  make  the 
Commission  a  necessary  party  to  a  complete  determination  of 
the  matters  in  controversy.  State  officers  executing  laws  affecting 
property  in  the  hands  of  receivers  are  not,  for  that  reason,  neces* 
sary  parties  to  the  action  in  which  the  receivers  were  appointed. 
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Nei1di6r  is  the  Public  Utilities  Ocnmnidflioii  a  nefioadnxj  party  in 
the  aotion  now  pending  in  liitontgQniery  GOiinty.  It  follows  that 
the  district  court  did  not  have  jurisdiction  of  tbQ  Public  Utilities 
Gommission,  or  of  any  member  of  it. 

[2]  2.  The  next  question  is,  Are  the  receivers  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  under  the  Public 
Utilities  aet  i .  The  Kansas  IlTatural  Gas  Company,  whose  prop- 
erty is  now  in  the  possession  of  the  receivers,  and  wjiose  business 
is  now  being  conducted  by  them,  was  en^iged  in. the  business  of 
a  public  utility.  When  the  receivers  continue  to  do  the  sattie  busi- 
ness and  render  the  same  service  as  that  performed  by  the  Kan- 
sas. JSTatural  Gas  Company,  they  are  a  public  utility,  as  defined 
in  the  Public  Utilities  act,  and  are  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  act.  The  appointment  of  receivers  to  carry  qn  the  business  of 
a  public  utility  does  not  withdraw  that  public  utility  or  its  re- 
ceivers from  the  control  of  the  laws  of  the  $tata  The  Public 
Utilities  Commission  can  make  the  same  orders,  t\X\b^,  and  reg- 
ulations governing  these  receiver3  apd  -die  property  in  their  con- 
trol that  they,  could  have  made  ooncerning  th^  Kansas  Natqral- 
Gas  Company  and  its  property,  before  the  receiveiw  were  ap- 
pointed. The  r^eivers  have  the  sam^  right  to  appeal  to  the  courts 
that  the  Kansaa  I^Tatural  Gas  Company  had, — no  greater,  no  less. 

[3]  3.  Who  has  the  power  to  fi:fc  the  rates  at  wbich  Natural  gas 
shall  be  sold  by  the  receivers  of  th^  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Com- 
pany, thp  Public  Utilities  Commission,  or  the  court  appointing 
the  receivers  ?  The  legislature  l^as  said  that  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  shall  fijc  these  rates.  .  The  courts  have  repeatedly 
declared  that  the  courts  cannot  fix  rates,  and  that  fixing  rates  is 
a  legislative  function.  When  rates  are  fixed,  the  courts  can 
ascertain  whether  or  not  they  are  in  violation  of  law  or  of  some 
constitutional  provision.  But  courts  have  not  the  authority  to 
determine  what  rates  will  be  reasbnable,  just,  compensatory,  or 
legal,  and  then  put  in  effect  those  rates.  The  Commission  can- 
not finally  determine  what  rates  will  be  legal  and  will  not  violate 
constitutional  provisions.  The '  Commission  is  tlie  body  author- 
ised by  law  to  say  in  the  first  instance  #hat  ra'ies  are  legal  and 
will  not  vicdate  constitutional  p9ovidi<MiB,  but  4ihe  courts  must 
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finally  Ay  wlleliier  of 'not  tke  rftHes  fixed'  are  illegal  or  do  violate 
saeh  provnions.  Thef  one  f  anetion  is  legiSiitive,  ^hile  the  other 
ia  judidlQ.  The  Comriiiasion  cannot  invade  Ae  field  occjipied  hy 
the  ooutt;  neither  can  the  cottrt  inrrade  the  field  occupied  by  the 
Oommission.  The '  Commiftdion  nmst  act  first,  and  the  oonrto 
afterward. 

[4}'  4.  It  i^  contended  that*  the  receivers  are  engaged  in  inter- 
state commerce,  and  for  that  reason  ai^  beyond  the  control  of 
the  Pttblib  Utilities  Oomrfiis&ion;  ThAt  ihe  tiranspottation  of 
natnral  gas  from  one  state  to  another  is  interstate  commerce  ihnst 
be  conceded.  Wesrt  v.'  Kansas  Natnral  Gas  Co.  2«1  U.  R  839, 
55  L.  ed.  Tl«,  86  L.E.A.(]!T.S.)11»8,  31  Sfep.  Ct.  Rep.  5«4; 
Haskell  v.  Oowham,  109  C.  0.  A.  285, 18t  Fed.  408.  Nninerotis 
other  cases  might  be  cited.  However,  that  is  not  ihe  question 
we  have  to  detebrmine.  Our  questton  is,  When  does  the  natural 
gas  that  is  sold  by  the  receivers  in  the  several  cities  in  this  ^tate 
cease  to  be  an  article  of  intersltate  commerce?  In  7  Knc.  U.  S. 
Sup.  Ct  Rep.  298,  we  find  a  dear  and  condensed  statement  of 
the  rales  to  be  deduced  from  the  decisions  of  the  United  State^j 
Supreme  Court,  as  follows:  '^he  general  rule  is  that  as  long 
as  an  article  imported  remains  in  the  hands  of  the  importer  in 
the  original  and  unbroken  package  in'  which  it  was  Imported,  it 
is  protected  by  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Constitution  from 
the  interference  of  state  laws;  and  •  that  it  is '  oiily  when  the 
original  package  has  been  sold  by  the  importer  or  has  been  broken 
up  by  him,  or  has  othei*Wise  become  mixed  with  the 'common 
mass  of  property  in  the  state,  that  it  becdmesi  subject  to  state 
legislation.'^  ' 

Tlie  original  package  rul^  will  be  of  some  assistance  in 
determining  whether  or  not  the  receivers'  sale  of  gas  in  this  state 
is  interstate  commerce.  The  original  package  of  gas  is  brokeh 
when  the  first  gas  is  taken  out  of  the  pipe  lines  and  sold  in  this 
state.  Thereafter  the  gas  ceases  1;o  be  an  article  of  interstate 
commerce.  The  gas,*  when  sold,  had  become  mixed  with  the 
conimon  mass  of  property  in  this  state  by  being  so  commingled 
with  gas  prtkluced  here  'as  to  completely  lose  its  identity.  It  is 
a  matter  of  common  knt^wledge  that  service  pipes  f^om  tiie  pipe 
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lines  of  the  distributing  companies  to  private  residenoes  and 
other  buildings  belong  to  the  owners  of  the  proper^  served,  and 
installations  are  made  at  their  expense.  If  the  analogy  of 
original  packages  or  importation  of  property  in  bnllf  applies  to 
gas  in  the  mains,  it  ceases  to  apply  when  thousands  of  service 
pipes  are  filled  with  gas  to  be  drawn  oflF  at  such  times  and  in  such 
quantities  as  the  individual  consumer  desires.  Interstate  com- 
merce is  at  an  end  when  the  bulk  of  the  imported  gas  is  broken 
up  for  indiscriminate  distribution  to  individual  purchasers  at 
retail  sale.  The  gas  then  becomes  mixed  with  the  common  mass 
of  prq[)erty  in  the  state*  To  exclude  the  power  of  the  state  from 
control  over  an  article  imported  into  it,  it  is  necessary  that  the 
artidle  be  capable  of  being  pointed  out  and  identified,  and  the 
owner  be  able  to  say:  'This  came  from  another  state,  and  had 
not  yet  become  commingled  with  the  mass  of  property  in  this^ 
state  so  as  to  make  it  a  part  of  that  property." 

All  property  now  owned  in  this  state,  and  not  produced  here^ 
was  at  one  time  a  part  of  interstate  commerce.  The  goods  on 
the  merchant's  shelf,  the  wagons  and  plows  in  the  farmer's  field,, 
the  horsjBs  and  cattle  that  he  has  imported  from  another  state, 
were  all  a  part  of  interstate  commerce  at  one  time^  but  have 
ceased  to  be  such,  although  they  have  not  been  sold  and  are  still 
owned  by  the  persons  that  imported  them.  These  ceased  to  be 
under  the  protection  of  the  interstate  commerce  clause  of  the 
Constitution  when  they  became  a  part  of  the  property  of  this 
state.  The  farmer  who  imports  a  wagon,  a  horse,  a  car  load  of 
com,  or  a  piano,  may  or  may  not  intend  to  sell  the  article 
imported.  Does  the  interstate  commerce  character  of  this 
property  attach  until  it  is  sold  ?  It  does  not.  It  cannot  A  car 
load  or  a  train  load  of  wheat  may  be  shipped  from  this  state  to 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  and  be  there  placed  in  an  elevator  and 
mixed  with  another  car  load  or  train  load  of  wheat  from  some 
county  in  Missouri,  and  may  be  held  for  delivery  to  someone  who 
has  ordered  it,  or  beheld  for  sale  to  any  one  who  will  buy  it.  Will 
that  wheat  from  Kansas,  after  being  commingled  with  the  wheat 
from  Missouri,  be  under  the  protection  of  the  interstate  com- 
merce clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution  ^d  outside  the  control 
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of  Missouri,  under  laws  legally  enacted  by  its  legislature!  If 
this  question  is  answered  in  the  affirmative,  it  extends  interstate 
eommerce  much  farther  than  any  decision  of  any  court  yet 
rendered,  of  which  we  have  any  knowledge  or  information.  Be- 
fore selling  natural  gas,  it  became  necessary  to  obtain  franchises 
from  the  several  cities,  under  the  laws  of  this  state.  These  laws 
provided  that  in  certain  classes  of  cities  the  franchises  might 
name  the  price  at  which  gas  shotild  be  sold.  If  the  business  done 
by  the  receivers  in  this  state  is  interstate  commerce,  and  the 
state  has  no  power  to  r^ulate  the  price  at  which  gas  may  be 
sold,  the 'laws  providing  for  fixing  rates  in  franchises  were 
invalid,  so  far  as  gas  coming  from  another  state  is  concerned. 

[5]  6.  Granting  for  the  moment  that  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
under  the  circumstances  disclosed  is  interstate  commerce,  it  is 
not  national  in  its  nature,  it  admits  of  no  one  uniform  system  of 
regulation,  and  it  is  not  that  kind  of  interstate  commerce  whidi 
requires  exclusive  legislation  by  Congress.  It  is  therefore  sub- 
ject to  state  control  until  Congress  acts.  In  Jamieson  v.  Indiana 
Natural  Gas  &  Oil  Co.  128  Ind.  555,  5Y3,  12  L.RA.  652, 
3  Inters.  Com.  Rep.  618,  28  N.  E.  76,  82,  the  supreme  court  of 
Indiana  said:  ^^Upon  this  point  we  affirm  that  natural  gas  is 
characteristically  and  peculiarly  a  local  product;  that  its  pro- 
duction is  confined  to  a  limited  territory;  that  because  of  its 
local  characteristics  ahd  peculiarities  it  is  a  proper  subject  for 
state  legislation,  and  cannot  so  ikt  as  regards  local  protection, 
be  made  the  subject  of  general  legislation  by  Congress;  or,  at  all 
events,  that  it  does  'not  r^uire  a  uniform  system  as  between  the 
states'  for  its  regulation." 

A  very  similar  question  was  disclosed  in  Manufacturers'  Light 
&  Heat  Co.  v.  Qtt  (D.  C.)  215  Fed.  940,  944,  945,  where  this 
language  is  found:  '^^e  are  unable  to  agree  that  the  fixing  of 
the  rates  to  be  charg'ed  by  complainants  to  their  customers  in 
West  Virginia  is  an  unlawful  regulation  of  interstate  commerce. 
The  regulatioh  of  companies  engaged  in  the  transportation  of 
gas  is  expressly  excluded  from  the  filcope  of  the  interstate  com- 
merce statute.  Neither  the  West  Virginia  statute  nor  tbe  orders 
of  the  Commission  purport  to  interfere  in  any  mahnfer  with  the 
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transportatiou  of  natural  gas  from  West  Virgixda  to  other  states. 
Kothing  is  attempted  except  the  regulatm  o{  the  prices  of 
uatural  gaa  to  the  citizena  of.West  Vixgiuia  tp  be  charged  b; 
corporations  operating  in,  West  Virginia  ui^der  state  authoorit/. 
The  action  of  these  oorporAtions  ip.  uniting  .theis. operations  with 
tnose  of  like  corporations  of  Ohio  and  Fennsjlva^  in  pumping 
gas  into  a  common  system  of  pipes  supplying  customers  in  the 
three  states  may  produce  the  result  that  sf»pe  gas  i^rom  Ohio  and 
Pennsylvania,  comes  into  West .  Virginia,  although  it  is  undis^ 
puted  that  a  muc^  larger  quiwtity  pf  gas  ,go^  out  of.  West  Vir-^ 
ginia  into  Ohio  and  Pennsylvanii^  than  dw  possibly  oome  in 
from  these  states*  But  this  interflow  of  gas  from  one  state  to 
anodxer  according  to  the  pressure  from  tfaie  wwx  g^s  pipes  as 
common  reservoirs  cannot  affect  the  power  c^  the  state  .of  West 
Virginia  to  make  reasonable  regulation#.as  to  rates  for  gas  fur- 
nished to  its  own  citi^ns.  West  w.  Kaijisas  ITatural  jQas  Ca 
supra,  relied  on  by  complainants^  has  no  application,  for  in  the 
present  case  no  effort. is  made  to  prevent  the  transportation  and 
sale  of  natural  gas  from  West  Virginia  iiito  oth^;*  states.  It  is 
not  necessary  to.  decide  whether  the  Congress  may  not  r^ulate 
charges  for  natural  gas  under  such.cwditioiis,  and  under  the 
well-known  rule  the  court  should  not  anticipate  that  question* 
In  the  preseut  state  of  the  law,  the  Copgreas  having  taken  no 
action,  it  was  clearly  within  the  powe^  of  the  state  legislature 
to  provide  for  the  protection  of  its  own  citizens  against  excessive 
charges.  If  it  be  assumed  that  interstate  commerce  will  be 
incidentally  affected,  yet  the  regulation  of  the  local  cbaxges  of  a 
natural  gas  company  as  a  public  service  corporation  is  within  the 
polioe  power  of  the  state  until  the  Congress  sees  fit  to  act." 

Congress  has  not  acted  in  this  field,  except  to  >  prohibit  unfair 
methods  of  competition.  We  hold^  therefore,  that  the  receivers 
are  not  engaged  in  interstate  commerce  when  selling  natural  gas 
to  consumers  thereof  in  this  state, 

[6]  e.  The  Commission  did  not  make  an  order  fixing  rates 
for  gas  at  38  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  A  suggestion  is 
made  that  wheu  Missouri  fixes  rates  at  28  cepi»  per  thousand, 
the  Commission  will  fix  rates. at  that. figure.    The  Commission 
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may  change  its  opinion.  It  may  not  fix  those  rates.  It  may 
leave  this  rates  where  they  arie.  It  may  advance  them  to  30  cents 
or  35  cents.  tTntilan  order  of  the  Commission  is  fiilly,  finally, 
and  completely  made^  a  writ  of  mandamus  will  not  issue  to 
enforce  it 

[7]  7.  Th6  last  question  for  our  consideration  concerns  the 
legality  of  the  rates,  hoth  those  that  are  in  eiristence  at  the  present 
time,,  and  those  named  in  the  opinion  of  the  Conimissidn.  The 
Commission  finds  that  where  the  net  price  of  gas  to  consumers 
is  now  25  cents  per  thousaiid  cubic  feet,  the  fate  should  He 
increased  to  28  cents.  This,  iii  effect,  is  a  flndiiig  that  lie  rates 
now  in  existenice  i(re  not  compensatory.  It  then  became  the  duty 
of  the  Commission  to  fix  coinpensatory  rates,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  gas  sold  in  Missouri,  assuming  that  compensatory 
rates  Mnll  be  fixed  in  ^Missouri.  However,  we*  may  say  that 
obedience  to  law  in  making  rates  in  Kansas  cannot  legally  bfe 
made  dependent  6n  obedience  to  thfe  same  Taw  In  Missouri,  The 
nonobservance  of  a  liw  in  onfe  stdte  or  community  is  no  excuse 
for  the  nonobservance  of  the  sanae  law  In  another'  state  or  com- 
munity. This  finding  of  the  Commission  prevent  this  cburt 
from  issuing  any  writ  of  mandamus  to  conipel  the  receivers  to 
continue  the  sale  of  gas  in  'those  places  at  the  rate  of  25  cents. 
The  district  court  finds  that  the  rate  of  28  cents  will  be  con- 
fiscatory, and  in  its  findings  shows,  or  at  least  undertakes  to 
show,  among  other  things,  wherein  the  Commission  has  omitted 
substantial  amounts  Which  should  have  been  included  in  the 
items  necessary  to  be  met  by  the  revenues  derived  from  the  sale 
of  gas.  The  Commission,  in  , answer  to  these  criticism?  of/  the 
court,  says  that  some  of  the  matters  criticized  were  not  considered 
when  the  matter  was  before  the  Commission,  and  that  upon 
others  substantially  no  evidence  was  submitted ;  in  other  words, 
that  these  naat|;er^  of  .yhicb.  tbe.qofir^^  ^on^lsinS/ytere  not  pre- 
sented to  the  Commission  for  its  consideration.  The  evidence 
before  the  Commission  does  not  meet  4^  objecMons  of  the 
district  court.  If  the  findings  of  the  court  are  correct,  the  rates 
suggested  by  the  Commission  are  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  obli- 
gations that  should  be  paid  by  the  receivers,  Th^  ^onomaission 
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says  that  the  salvage  value  may  be  safely  calculated  upon  to 
absorb  the  principal  of  the  company's  second  mortgage  bonda. 
The  second  mortgage  bondholders  are  entitled  to  the  same  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  Commission  as  any  othpr  creditor 
or  investor.  The  court  made  its  findings  in  a  proceeding  over 
which  it  did  not  have  jurisdiction.  The  Publi?  Utilities  Com- 
mission was  not  present  when  the  evidence  was  introduced  which 
supports  these  findings  of  the  court,  and  was  not  present  when 
the  findings  were  made.  The  receivers  asked  the  court  to  fix 
and  determine  a  fair,  lawful,  reasonable,  and  compensatory  rate 
to  be  paid  for  natural  gas  supplied  by  the  receivers  in  the  state 
of  Kansas.  The  court  fixed  a  rate  of  30  cents.  That  was  not  a 
judicial  act  It  was  legislative,  and  the  legislature  ha^  placed 
the  power  to  fix  the  rate  witlji  the  Public  Utilities.  Commission. 
The  Public  Utilities  law  requires  the  Commission  to  fix  rates 
that  are  just  and  reasonable.  The  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  prohibits  the  Conmaissionfrom  fixing  rates  that  are  not 
compensatory.  A  writ  of  mandamus  will,  not  issue  to  enforce  an 
order  of  the  Commission  fixing  rates  that  are  unjust,  unreason- 
able, or  that  are  not  compensatory. 

The  demurrer  of  the  Public  Utiliti^  Commission  to  the 
receivers'  petition  is  sustained,  and  the  injunction  against  the 
Commission  is  set  aside.  No  writ  of  mandamus  will  issue  at 
this  time.  The  action  in  this  court  is  dismissed  as  to  the 
Honorable  Thomas  J.  Flannelly,  but  is  retained  as  to  defendants 
John  M.  Landon,  and  R.  S.  Litchfield,  for  such  orders  and 
judgments  as  may  be  hereafter  made. 

All  the  Justices  concur  except  Dawson,  J.,  who  did  not  sit. 


MACfB  PUBIilC  UTIIilTIES  COM  MISSION. 

BB  YOBK  SHORE  WATER  COMPAMT. 

[U-No.  107.1 

SetmHiif  issues  ^  Me  funding  bonds  ^  Proportion  of  bonds  to  siock, 

A  utility  prohibited  from  issuing  bonds  in  excess  of  capital  stock 
may,  under  statutory  authority  to  issue  refunding  bonds,  issue  bonds 
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to  retire  n  Y|^d  origfiBftl  imae,  ultlnough  iud  intermediate  Utngi^  megr  be 
illegal  to  the  extent  that  the  total  exceeds  the  ontetanding  stook. 

(March  21,  1916.] 

Application  by  the  York  Shore  Water  Companj  to  issue 
$30,000  of  first  mortgage,  5  per  cent,  twenty  year  refunding 
bonds  to  refnnd  an  equal  amount  maturi^  April  l,  1016; 
granted  with  authority  to  sell  at  not  less  than  98  and  aceraed 
interest 

Appearances :;  Jocuab  Chase  for  petition^;. 

By  the  Commission:  Petition  by  York  Shore  Water  Com- 
pany, a  water  utility  incorporated  under  chapter  125,  Private 
and  Special  Laws  of  1895,  as  amended,  for  atttfaority  to  issue 
its  first  mortgage  refunding  bonds  bearing  interest  at  5  per  cent 
per  annum,  dated  October  1,  191^,  payable  October  1^  1993,  in 
the  aggregate  sum  of  $80,000,  to  refund  a  like  amount  of  bonds 
maturing  April  1,  1916.  Notioe  ordered. and  proved*  Hearing 
at  Augusta,  February  29,  1916. 

The  Yoark  Skoore  Water  Company  has  outstanding  mortgage 
bonds  amounting  to  $40,000,  dated  April  1,  1896,  and  payable 
April  1,  1916,  being  lie  unpaid  balance  of  an  authorized  issue 
of  $50,000.  It  proposes  to  cancel  $10,000  of  these  bonds  with 
available  cash,  and  the  balance  from  the  proceeds  of  this  issue. 
It  also  has  outstanding  of  the  class  dated  October  1,  1913,  afore- 
said, bonds  aggregating  $56,000,  making  its  total  bonded  debt 
$96,000. 

Prior  to  such  rights  as  it  may  have  acquired  under  §  35  of 
the  Public  Utilities  act,  this  petitioner's  authority  to  issue 
mortgage  bonds  was  measured  by  §  11,  chapter  256,  Private  and 
Special  Laws  of  1911:  "Said  corporation  may  issue  its  bonds 
for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  its  works  upon  such 
rates  and  for  such  tinobs  as  it  may  deem  expedient,  not  exceeding 
its  capital  stock,  and  secure  the  same  by  mortgage  of  the  franchise 
and  property  of  said  company." 

The  same  act,  §  10,  pcv^vides  that  ^^tbe  capital  stock  of  said 
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corporation  shall  not  exceed  $100,000/*  The  capital  stock 
actually  issued  and  oiatstanding  is  $62,400. 

The  language  of  the  origixml  chaarter,  the  act  of  1895,  was 
precisely  the  same  as  to  the  issue  of  capital  stock,  and  differed 
as  to  bonds  only  by  the  addition  of  the  words,  "subscribed  for,'' 
after  the  words,  "not  exceeding  its  capital  stock.*' 

It  will  be  seen  that,  while  the  bonds  of  the  ori^nal  issue  now 
outstanding  are  considerably  less  Aan  the  outstanding  capital 
stock, — and  the  total  authorized  amount  of  the  bonds  dated 
April  1,  1896,  was  only  $60,000, — the  total  bonded  debt  now 
exceeds  the  capital  stock  issued  by  $33,600.  No  gart;  of  this 
amount  has  been  authorized  by  this  Commission,  and  we  have 
seriously  questioned  the  legality  of  those  bonds  issued  in  excess 
of  $62,400.  The  petitioner  takes  the  ground  that  the  words,  •'not 
exceeding  its  capital  stock,"  quoted  above,  meant  the  total 
amount  it  was  authorized  by  law  to  issue.  The  language  of  the 
two  sections,  read  together,  "t&e  capital  stock  ...  shall 
not  exceed  $100,000,"  and,  "said  corporation  may  issue  its 
bonds  .  .  .  not  exceeding  its  capital  stock, '^  would  se^n  to 
indicate  that  it  was  to  issue  no  more  bonds  than  stock.  Else,  it 
}»(kvld  have  been  as  easy^  ai^d  mxxdk  freer  from  doubt,  to  have 
said,  "Not  exceeding  $100,000,"  in  §  11^  or,  "T^b  o^pitel  efcpck 
.     .    ,     shall  be  $100,000,"  in  §  10, 

The  construction  contended  for  is  also  repugnant  to  the  ap- 
parent purpose  of  the  limitation  in  §  IL  Evidently  the  legis- 
lature intended  that  there  should  be  a  stock  capitalization  of  a 
substantial  amount  as  compared  with  the  corporation's  bond 
capitalization.  If  the  petitioner's  theory  is  correct,  the  corpora- 
tion might  as  lawfully  have  fixed  its  capital  stock  at  three  shares 
of  $100  each,  smd  still  have  issued  bonds  aggregating  $100,000. 
Such  a  construction  does  violence  to  both  the  English  and  the 
intent  of  the  act. 

But  we  think  that  the  present  case  does  not  depend  upon  the 
legiillty  of  any  of  the  bonds  of  the  last  issue  now  outstanding, 
and  we  do  not  undertake  to  make  a  ruling  on  this  question^  We 
have  made  these  suggestions  only  because  there  appears  to  us 
to  be  senous  doubt^  and  emphasis  ought  to  be  given  to  the  dis- 
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tinction  betw^  tBic'bonchHf Ellis'  smne  fsstie  M^  outstanding 
and  Hk^7  ;to  be  i^pon  t^  inarket  and  those ,  which  will  be  sold 
hereunder. 

Section  3$  of  the  Public  Utilities  act^  a^  amended^  provides 
that  "any  public  utility  now  organized  and  existing  and  doing 
business  in  the  state  ...  may  issue  stocks,  bonds,  .  .  . 
for  the  disc^ge  /or  lawful  refimding  of  dta  obligations." 

The  York  Shore  Water  Company  appears  clearly  to  come 
within  this  description,  and  the  bonds  which  the  desired  issue 
will  discharge  or  refund  were  within  tlje  limits  of  the  most  con- 
servative construction  of  the  enabling  acts. 

Kow,  therefore,  after  •  Uiptif^  afid  proof  thereof  and  public 
hearing  on  application  of  the  .York  Shore  Water  Company  for 
approval  of  issue  oif  JbpivdS)  being  IT  Np.  107  on  the  docket  o|  this 
Commission,  it  is  ordered,  adjudged,  a/nd  decreed : 

1.'  That  the  sum  of  thd  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  of 
said  bonds  is  requiveA  in  goodffl&th  for  pwpopes  enumerated  in 
§  35,  chapter  129,  Public  Laws  of  1913,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  York  Shgre  Water.  Co^^patty.bey  tgxd.it  ie  hereby, 
authorized  to  issue  its  mortgage  bonds,  dated  October  1,  1913, 
payable  October  1,  1988,  of  the  aggregate  par  value  of  $30,000, 
in  denominations  6f  $1,000  eaeh,  numbered  63;  and  from,  58  to 
86,  both  indi^sive,  bearing  interest  at  5  per  cent  per  annum 
payable  semiannually,  and  to  sell  the  same  at  not  less  than  98 
and. accrued  interest;  the  proceeds  thereof  to  be  used  for  the 
payment  of  its  mortgage  bonds  dated  April  1,  1896,  and  payable 
April  1,  1914,  and  not  otherwise  unless  authorized  by  this  Cqmr 
mission. 

3.  That  said  York  Shore  Water  Company  shall  report  to 
this  Commisskm  in  detail,  supported  by  the  affidavit  of  one  of 
its  principal  officers,  its  doings  hereunder  on  or  before  the  Ist 
day  of  June,  1916,  and  thereafter  if  and  as  ordered. 

Given  under  the  band  and  seal  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
missien,  at  Augusta,  this  21st  day  of  March,  x.  j>p  1916. 

Benj.  F.  Cleaves,  Wm.  B.  Skelton,  and  Ohas.  W.  Mullen, 
Commissioners. 
P.UJL191«a 
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OAJUJvosanA  babwoad  oommjbbiok. 

EAST  BAKERSPIEI^  IMPROVEMENT  ASSOOIATIOW 

V. 

SAN  JOAQUIN  LIGHT  &  POWER  CORPORATION  et  aL 
[Case  No.  618.] 

PERKINS  BROTHERS  COMPANY  et  al. 

V. 

SAN  JOAQUIN  LIGHT  &  POWER  CORPORATION. 

(Ca^  No*  «5ft.] 

H.  J.  BEAL  et  aL 

V. 

SAN  JOAQUIN  LIGHT  &  POWER  CORPORATION. 

[Case  No.  732.] 

MRS.  S.  McMASTEBS  et  aL 

V. 

SAN  JOAQUIN  LIGHT  &  POWER  CORPORATION. 

[Case  No.  800.] 

RE  SAN  JOAQUIN  LIGHT  &  POWER  CORPORATION. 

[Application  No.  1666;  Deeision  No.  3241.] 

Service-^ Contracts-^ Right  to  require-^ In  general. 

1.  An  electric  utility  cannot  require  oonsumers  to  sign  contracts 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  Service  under  ordinary  osnditions* 

Service '-^  Contracts  ^Mif^  to  require  *^AgrUml^^imil  99Uf^. 

2.  An  electric  utility  can,  unless  a  higher  rate  is  paid  for  non- 
contract  servicci  require  contracts  in  the  first  instance  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  agricultural  power  service  in  sparsely^  s^led  territory 
requiring  unusually  laige  investalents;  '  but  the  tenn  should  be  ior 
threer.years  rather  than  five  yeats,  and  cpntinue  only  from  year  to  year, 
and  the  contract  should  be  subject  to  cancelation  upon  equitable  terms, 
and  should,  specify  for  the  information  of  signers  that  appeal  lies  to 
the  Commission  f^oiln  unreasonable  plH>vision6. 

Service  ^Conirttet8^  night  to  require  ^OU  m<Ito**' Min^B -* Munie^ 
ipdl  apreet  lighting*'. 

3.  Contracts  can  be  required  to  be  signed  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  oil  well,  mining  power,  and  municipal  street  lighting  electric  serv- 
ice, in  view  of  the  uncertainty  and  hazards  of  the  business  or  the 
relatively  large  investment  required. 
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POymenf  —  ^ecruHiy  — e^ntt««t  that  MtU  stall  he  Ueu  on  I^niI. 

4.  A  ckktiM  in  an  el^itrk-Mrviee  contract  tiiat  blUft  shall  be  a 
lien  on  the  consumer's  land  is  unreasonable. 

IHscHminatlon-^  J*otnMeftt<-iCntmlrDct  tkat  Mils  all«U  he  Uett^tk^lam^ 

5.  Farmers  are  dfserimiiiated  agAmsft  byooBiraieto  providing  that 
their  electric  bills  lAiall  be  a  lisB  on  th«ir  land,  when  no  similar  pro- 
Tision  exists  as  to  otiiev  oonsuBKrs. 

Service '^  jDatnages  front  defective  9erviee^' Waiver* 

6.  It  is  mireaeonable  to  require  an  electric  wmaamtr  to  waive 
fotnre  damages  from  defectivs  servlos  as  a.  ^xmdiiion  prscsdent  to 
service. 

Service -^  Electric '^  Purposes  fo^  wUitih  energy  ma^  he  %^se&, 

7.  Farmers  paying  a  flat  rate  for  a  maximum  amovut  of  eloelricity 
for  irrigation  piunps  should  be  permitted  to  use  th«  energy  for  other 
purposes  when  the  pumps  are  not  in  use  and  the  dtoiand  is  contiolled 
by  *  dbuble  throw  vwitdi  «r  otber  limi^ng  deviee>  although  aii 
occasional  consumer  may  use  current  in  excess  of  his  paymenti 

Service  —  Electric  —  Ktitfltts  of  ttay  ^  Vree  ffran$, 

8.  An  intending  electric  consumer  cannot  be  required  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  service  to  grant  a  free  right  of  way  over  his  premisss  for 
the  distribution  line  beyond  his  installation. 

Bates  —  Electricity  —  Connected  toad  or  nkjoaohnuni  demdn€h. 

&.  Electric  rates  based  on  the  connected  load  rather  than  the 

maximum  demand  are  preferable  for  small  consumers  whose  operating 

characteristics  are  well  known. 
Rates '^  Electricity  ^Maacimum  demand -^n^o^de^emUned,   •  .< 

10.  llie  maximum  demand,  as  a  base  for  an  electric  rate,  should 
be  taken  by  continuous  readings  of  at  least  fiftevn  mkintes  rather  than 
Ave  minutes;  and  tlte  ^Mi^  sbooM  be  lex.thn  period  for  wh»<^  a.  biU 
is  normally  rend^^  rather  than  for  the  entire  yean     ' 

IHecriimination  —  Service  -->  Elettrteity  —  Trawaifermimo. 

11.  An  electric  utility  oannot  require  agrioultura}  power,  oil-weU 
'power,  and  isolated  lighting  consumers  to  supply  transformers,  which 
are  furnished  free  to  mining  power,  industorial  povrer,  commercial  )ight- 
ingV  ^nd  most  residence  lighting  ooi^ume|rs. 

BervHie  —  BtectPi&lt^  «*-  Stransfovmier  -^OwmerfSi^ip, . 

12.  Electric  transformers  lAould  be  supplied  li^y  the  utility  even 
jthoagh  the  xev^iuie  may  not  JMstify  the.  installation,,  since  transformers 
are:  a  necessary  instrumentality  in  the  rendition  of  service  and  the 
utility  can  protect  itself  by  the  rate  or  by  a  guaranty. 

Valuation  -*«  ^aing  t|o|ff«  "«  JEarlf^  loss^  —  Successful  operation. 

13.  No  allowance  can  be  made  |or  going  value  in  a  rate  case,  other 
than  considering  tangible  properties  as  being  in  successful  operation  by 
a  going  utility,  where  the  revenues  have  been  sufficient  to  wipe  out 
.early  losses  in  addition  to  providing  for  an  adequate  depreciation  fund 
and  return  on  the  investment  and  deficits. 

Valuatiqn'^  Hydroelectric  water  Hohta  ^  Comparison  with  cost  of 
generation  hy  steam  ^Effect  of  shiftinff  price  of  fuel  oil, 

14.  A  valuation  of  hydroelectric  water  rights  on  th4  basis  of  the 
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comparative  eoats  i>f  generating  energy  hj  water  an4  b7  steam  is  (^ 
little  merits  where  the  difference  In  coats  varies  with  the  shifting 
price  of  fuel  oil  used  by -the  steam  pl*nt. 

VeOuaH&n^Htfdr^fBiectHo   vmObp  H|grhto  «■  CanuHil^^Qit   vHXIv   art    af^ 
generation  dy  stmim^  Co8l  of  wa$0r  generatUm, 

16.  In  valuing  bydroelectrie  water  right  on  the  basis  of  the  com- 
parative costs  of  generating  flnesgy  by  wailwr  .4n4.  by  steam,  water 
generation  cannot  bo  taken,  «t  a  lower  cp^st  than  is  used  a^^the  basis 
ior  fixing  rates. 

Valuation  »^Hifdroeieoitie  waiter  rights  ^Compmriaen  toitJi  cost  of 
generaJtion  hy  steam -^  Price  of  fuel  oU. 

16.  No  value  can  be  given  l^droelectrie  water  rights  on  the  basis  of 
the  oompamtive  coats  of  generating  energy  by  water  and  by  steam,^ 
where  water  produotion  will  cost  the  more  until  fuel  oil,  used  by  the 
steam  plants  advances  50  per  cent  in  price. 

Valuoiion'-'Hydroeleotrie  UHMter  HgM^M^eitrimenit  .$o   Ufwer  ripa-' 
rian  o^wners. 

17.  Hydroelectric  water  rig^  cannot  he  valued,  on  the  basis  of  th^ 
capitaliaatioii  pf  an  assumed  detriment  to  lower  riparian  irrigated  land 

.    from  the  withholding  of  water  by  the  utility's  storage  in  the  spring 
season,  where  the  storage  is  a  benefit  to  the  lower  irrigfition. 
Valuation  -^  S^droeiecMo  %oater  rights  ^  Federal  grant. 

18.  No  allowance  can  be  made  on  a  rate  case,  in  excess  of  moneys 
.    actually  expended,  for  hydroelectric  w^r  rights  resulting  from   a 

Federal  permit  to  construct  a  reservoir  and  flood  government  lands. 
Valuation  -^  Mleetrio  pkmt  r-  Jlfaterial  and  supplies  —  Asnpunt- 

1§.  An  aUowaooe  oi  $3^,624  was  made  for  materials  and  supplies 

for  an  electric  system  having  a  rate  value  of  $10,054,640. 
VaM/mOion^meotriO' plant '^Wo&Mno  capital  '^  Am4nint. 

20.  An  allowance  of  $133,600  .was  made  -for  working  capital  If r  an 
electric  system  having  a  rate  value  of  $10,054,540. 

Return  ^  Blectrie  plant — S  per  eenl  aUowanoe, 

21.  A  return  of  8  per  eent  was  allowed  an  electric  utility,  <m  the 
theory  that  a  return  should  be  sufficient  to  attract  additional  neceesary 
capital,  although  the  cost  of  moiiey  was  only  6  per  cent,  and  notwith- 
standing that  extensive  tranemission  igid  distribution  lines  had  been 
built  largely  to  hold  the  territoiy  from  a  ocnpetitor. 

Depreciation  —  Electric  plant  —  6  per  cent  einMng''fmtd  asmmUp. 

22.  An  electric  depreciation  annuity  was  computed  on  a  <  per 
cent  sinking-fund  basis. 

ttetttm  —  Amount  —  Depreciation  fund  reinvested  in  pUmt. 

23.  In  fixing  the  amount  of  the  annual  depreciation  allowanee  on 
the  sinking-fund  basis,  the  California  Commission  will  not  assnme  a 
return  of  only  4  per  cent,  where  it  appears  that  the  depreciation  re- 
serve is  regularly  invested  in  the  plant  upon  which  a  return  of  8  per 
cent  ia  allowed. 

Service '•^Bleetriedty'^ Service  connection'^ Who  must  pay  for, 

84.  Eleetrioal  eonsumers  receiving  service  without  a  contract  may 
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be  required  to  pay  lor  the  cost  of  the  initial  service  connection,  and 
disconnections  and  reconnections  made  at  their  request. 

Boies -^Electricity -^Residence   lighting '^  Minimuin   fHU^ 

26.  A  minimum  bill  for  residence  lighting  wag  fixed  at  75  cents  per 
meter  per  month  rather  th«A  at  $1  per  month. 

Service -^  Application  in  toriting -^  Bight  to  require, 

26.  Intending  electric  consumers  may  be  required  to  make  applica- 
tion in  writing  for  service,  setting  forth  the  location  of  the  premises, 
the  purpose  of  the  service,  a  description  of  the  equipment,  the  name 
and  address  of  the  person  responsible  for  bills,  and  the  relation  of  the 
applicant  to  the  premises. 

Service  ^^  Selection  of  rate '^  Change. 

27.  A  rate  or  schedule  selected  by  an  electrical  consumer  from  other 
applicable  rates  and  schedules  should  remain  in  effect  until  changed  by 
thirty  days'  written  notice  from  the  consumer. 

Bates  ^MUectridty'^Suhmeiera  and  secondary  meters, 

28.  Submeter  or  secondary  electric  meters  may  be  charged  for 
separately  on  a  monthly  rental  basis  where  the  rates  are  based  on  a 
supply  from  one  meter. 

Service  —  Eteetriei^  —  Meiers  —  Who  shmuld  furnish. 

20.  Electric  meters  should  be  furnished  and  installed  by  the  utility 
at  its  own  expense. 
Service  —  Electricity  —  Meters  —  Error  in  registratio^i  —  Tests. 

30.  An  electric  meter  should  not  be  used  which  has  an  error  of 

registration  in  excess  of  2  per  cent  under  normal  operation,  the  con* 

,  sumer  having  the  right  to  require  a  test  to  be  made  in  his  presence  or 

that  of  an  expert,  a  reasonable  charge  to  be  made  for  tests  made  oftener 

than  once  in  six  monliis. 

[April  6,  1916.] 

CoNBOLiDATBD  cozuplaints  and  an  application  relative  to  the 
electric  rates,  rules,  regulations,  contracts,  and  practices  of  the 
San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation.  It  was  found  that 
the  utility  could  not  require  contracts  as  a  condition  to  service 
under  ordinary  conditions,  and  that  contracts  for  agricultural 
power  were  objectionable  in  certain  features;  that  it  was  im- 
proper to  require  consumers  to  contract  that  bills  should  be  a 
hen  on  their  land,  to  waive  damages,  to  grant  rights  of  way, 
to  pay  in  all  instances  according  to  the  maximum  demand,  and 
to  furnish  transformers ;  that  there  was  no  serious  complaint  as 
to  the  quality  of  service;  that  the  utility  should  relocate  meter 
boxes  at  its  own  expense ;  that  no  order  was  required  as  to  ext^i- 
sions,  the  utility  havi^  resumed  its  policy  of  making  reasonable 
extension  at  its  own  expense ;  that  discrimination  in  rates  would 
be  removed  by  the  order;  that  the  rates  for  agricultural  power 
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and  commercial  lighting  were  excessive;  that  residence  lighting 
should  be  based  on  a  block  system  with  a  monthly  minimum  of 
75  cents ;  and  ordered  that  the  rates,  rules,  regulationfi,  and  con- 
tracts prescribed  in  the  opinion  should  be  put  into  effect,  the 
rates  being  estimated  to  yield  a  return  of  8  per  cent,  with  a  6 
per  cent  sinking-fund  depreciation  annuity,  on  an  ascertained 
valuation  of  $10,054,540,  no  allowance  being  made  for  early 
losses  that  had  been  recouped,  or  for  franchises  and  water  rights 
in  excess  of  the  cost  and  incidental  expenses  thereof.  It  was 
recommended  that  a  contract  to  furnish  service  to  the  Mt.  Whit- 
ney Power  &  Electric  Company,  which  was  beneficial  to  neither, 
be  abrogated  and  a  new  contract  made. 

Appearances:  E.  J.  Emmons  for  East  Bakersfield  Improve- 
ment Association;  Geo.  H.  Woodruff  and  C.  L.  Russell  for  com- 
plainants in  Case  ISTo.  655;  A.  L.  Sayre  for  complainants  in 
Case  No.  732  ;.R.  H.  Orooeand  P.  W.  Henderson  for  complain- 
ants in  Case  No.  800 ;  M.  F.  McCormick  and  W.  F.  Chandler 
for  Merchants  Association  of  Fresno;  Sanborn  &  Roehl  for  Ros- 
enberg Brothers  &  Company,  Gu^enhime  &  Company,  and 
Castle  Brothers;  M.  F.  McCormick,  district  attorney,  for  Fres- 
no county ;  F.  W.  Henderson,  city  attorney,  for  city  of  Merced ; 
R.  W.  Hayes  for  city  of  Clovis ;  Short  &  Sutherland  an^  Jared 
How  for  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation. 

Thclcn,  Commissioner :  The  above-entitled  proceedings  place 
in  issue  all  the  rates,  rules,  regulations,  contracts,  and  practices 
of  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation  in  connection  with 
its  electric  business.  By  consent  of  all  parties,  these  proceedings 
were  consolidated  for  hearing  and  decision. 

The  complaint  in  case  No.  618  alleges,  in  effect,  that  com- 
plainant is  a  civic  organization  of  the  city  of  Bakersfield,  with  a 
membership  of  more  than  one  hundred  persons,  who  consume 
electric  energy  in  Bakersfield;  that  defendants  are  engaged  in 
the  business  of  selling  electric  energy  to  the  residents  of  the  city 
of  Bakersfield ;  that  the  rates  charged  by  defendants  for  electric 
energy  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  and  discriminatory;  that  de- 
fendants compel  intending  consumers  tOtmake  deposits  before 
defendants  will  serve  them ;  that  the  minimum  charge  of  defend- 
ants is  unreasonable  and  discriminatory;  that  defendants  arbi- 
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trarily  refuse  to  make  eonnections  and  furnish  electric  energy  to 
residents  of  Bakersfield;  and  that  defendants  are  compelling 
consumers  of  electric  energy  in  Bakersfield  to  reconstruct  meter 
boxes  at  an  expense  of  from  $6  to  $8  each,  paid  by  the  consumer, 
for  the  alleged  purpose  of  protecting  defendants'  meters.  Com- 
plainant asks  that  this  Commission  investigate  the  rates,  rules, 
and  regulations  of  defendants  and  thereafter  prescribe  just  and 
reasonable  rates,  rules,  and  regulations.  The  answer  denies  that 
any  of  the  rates,  rules,  or  regulations  of  defendants  are  unjust, 
unreasonable,  or  discriminatory. 

The  complaint  in  case  No.  655  is  signed  by  more  than  twenty- 
five  persons  and  corporations  who  own  agricultural  lands  in  or 
about  McFarland  and  Wasco,  in  Kern  coimty,  and  who  are 
purchasing  electric  energy  from  defendant  for  the  purpose  of 
pumping  water  for  irrigation.  The  complainants  complain 
of  the  following  matters : 

1.  The  five-year  term  of  defendant's  standard  agricultural 
power  contract 

2.  The  flat  rate  of  $50  per  horse  power  per  year,  which  is 
defendant's  most  frequently  used  agricultural  power  rate. 

3.  The  reasonableness  of  defendant's  flat  and  meter  rates. 

4.  The  time  and  manner  of  making  measurements  to  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  electric  energy  to  be  paid  for  by  consumers  of 
electric  energy  f oar  agricultural  purposes. 

5.  The  provisions  of  defendant's  contracts  by  which  the  con- 
sumers waive  certain  claims  for  damages. 

6.  The  inability  of  the  consumers  under  the  agricultural  pow- 
er contracts  to  use  electric  enei^  for  any  purpose  other  than  the 
pumping  of  water  for  irrigation. 

7.  The  provisions  of  defendant's  contracts  under  which  the 
consumer  of  electric  energy  for  agricultural  pumping  purposes 
must  pay  for  the  installation  and  maintenance  of  transformers. 
Complainants  ask  this  Commission — 

1.  To  establish  just  and  reasonable  rates  to  be  charged  by 
defendant. 

2.  To  establish  just  and  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  to 
be  observed  by  defendant. 

8.  To  aboJish  the  flat  rate  of  $50  per  horse  power  per  year 
P.UJ1.1916C. 
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and  to  establish  a  lower  and  more  reasonable  flat  rate  in  lieu 
thereof. 

4.  To  order  defendant  to  take  a  measurement  of  the  amount 
of  electric  ^lergy  being  supplied,  at  any  time,  upon  demand,  and 
at  the  expense  of  the  consumer,  such  measur^nent  to  be  the 
basis  of  future  charges  imtil  a  subsequent  measurement  shows 
a  different  result. 

5.  To  limit  the  time  during  which  defendant's  service  may  be 
discontinued  during  any  one  month  without  the  necessity  of 
compensating  the  consumer,  to  not  exceed  40  hours,  in  the  aggre- 
gate, in  any  one  month. 

6.  To  direct  defendant  to  permit  its  consumers  of  electric 
energy  for  agricultural  pumping  purposes  to  use  such  energy  for 
other  additional  purposes. 

7.  To  direct  defendant  to  install  and  maintain  all  transform- 
ers for  consumers  of  agricultural  power,  at  defendant's  own  ex- 
pense. 

The  answer  denies  that  any  of  the  rates,  rules,  regulations,  or 
practices  of  defendant  referred  to  in  the  complaint  are  in  any 
way  unjust  or  unreasonable. 

The  complaint  in  case  No.  782  is  signed  by  about  one  hun- 
dred and  fifty  of  defendant's  consumers  of  electric  energy  for 
agricultural  pumping,  residing  principally  in  Fairmead,  Beren- 
da,  and  Madera,  in  Madera  county.  The  complaint  in  this  case 
is  in  substantially  the  same  form  as  the  complaint  in  case  No. 
6^5,  except  that  the  complainants  make  additional  complaint 
against  the  provisions  of  defendant's  agricultural  power  con- 
tracts^ under  which  the  amount  of  electric  energy  for  which 
payment  must  be  made  shall  in  no  event  be  less  than  75  per  cent 
of  the  manufacturer's  rated  capacity  of  the  motor.  The  prayer 
of  the  complaint  is  also  substantially  the  same  as  the  prayer  of 
the  complaint  in  case  No.  655,  with  the  exception  that  the  com- 
plainants in  case  No.  732  make  the  additional  request  tiiat  this 
Commission  require  the  defendant  to  construct  lines  for  the 
transmission  of  electric  energy  for  power  purposes,  at  defend- 
ant's own  expense,  provided  that  the  point  of  consumption  is 
within  a  reasonable  distance  from  defendant's  existing  power 
lines.  The  ismswer  denies  the  material  allegations  of  &e  com- 
plaint 
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The  complaint  in  case  Ko.  800  is  signed  by  twenty-six  farm* 
ers  residing  in  or  about  Le  Grand,  in  Merced  oounty.  The  com- 
plaint is  directed  solely  against  the  charge  of  $50  per  horse 
power  per  annum  charged  by  defendant  under  its  most  fre- 
quently used  agricultural  power  contract.  The'  complainants 
ask  that  a  just  and  reasonable  rate  for  this  service  be  established 
by  this  Commission.  The  answer  denies  that  the  existing  rate 
is  unjust  or  unreasonable. 

The  petition  in  application  No.  1666  was  filed  witih  this  Com* 
mission  subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  complaints  in  cases  Nos. 
618,  655,  732,  and  800.  The  petiticm  alleges  that  San  Joaquin 
Light  &  Power  Corporation  is  a  public  utility  engaged  in  the 
business  of  producing,  transmitting,  and  distributing  electric 
energy  for  consumption  in  the  counties  of  Fresno,  Kern,  Kings, 
Madera,  Merced,  Stanislaus,  and  Tulare,  and  that  said  corpora- 
tion desires  this  Commission  to  establish  just  and  reasonable 
rates  to  be  charged  and  collected  by  petitioner  for  electric  energy 
sold  throughout  the  entire  territory  supplied  by  petitioner.  The 
following  parties  were  permitted  to  intervene  in'  this  applicaticm : 
County  of  Fresno  and  Merchants  Association  of  Fresno ;  city  of 
Merced;  city  of  Clovis;  Rosenberg  Brothers  &  Company;  Gkig- 
genhime  &  Company  and  Castle  Brothers*  Public  hearings  in 
the  above-entitled  proceedings  were  held  in  Bakersfield,  Tulare, 
Madera,  Fresno,  and  San  Francisco.  These  proceedings  were 
submitted  on  December  17, 1916,  on  briefs,  which  have  now  been 
filed. 

At  the  time  these  proceedings  were  submitted,  the  following 
exhibits  had  been  filed  by  the  respective  parties: 

1.  Complainants  in  case  No.  618,  exhibits  niimbers  1  to  4, 
inclusive. 

2.  Complainants  in  case  No.  655,  exhibits  numbers  1  to  6, 
inclusive. 

3.  Complainants  in  case  No.  732,  exhibits  numbers  1  to  6, 
inclusive. 

4.  Le  Grand  protestants,  exhibit  number  1. 

5.  Merchants  Association  of  Fresno,  exhibits  numbers  1  to  3, 
ixKlusive. 

6.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  exhibits  num- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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bers  1  to  36,  inclusivey  and  one  exhibit  in  connection  with  the 
Mt  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Company  contract. 

7.  Bailroad  Commission,  exhibits  numbers  1  to  5,  inclusive. 

It  was  stipulated  that  the  following  documents  should  be  con- 
sidered as  being  in  evidence  without  the  assignment  of  a  formal 
exhibit  number :  all  rates,  rules,  and  r^ulations  of  San  Joaquin 
Light  &  Power  Corporation  on  file  with  the  Eailroad  Ccmimis- 
sion,  including  all  deviations ;  J.  G.  White  &  Company^s  inven- 
tory and  appraisal  of  tiie  electric  properties  of  San  Joaquin 
Light  &  Power  Corporation,  filed  in  application  No.  992;  the 
file  in  the  matter  of  the  infonnal  complaint  of  C.  F.  Murray, 
filed  in  September,  1916;  the  complete  file  of  "rate  research ;'' 
the  last  Federal  census  report  and  the  reports  of  the  State  Board 
of  Equalization  and  of  the  State  Soard  of  Agriculture,  in  so 
far  as  they  relate  to  the  growth  of  the  territory  served  by  the 
utility  herein ;  and  all  documents  filed  with  this  Commission  re- 
ferring to  Tulare  County  Power  Company, 

It  was  further  stipulated  that  such  documents  as  might  be 
filed  by  the  parties  subsequent  to  the  last  hearing  in  these  pro- 
ceedings should  be  considered  as  evidence  in  these  proceedings. 
The  f  qllowing  documents  have  be^i  filed  by  San  Joaquin  Light  & 
Power  Corporation,  have  been  given  the  exhibit  numbers  in- 
dicated, and  will  be  considered  as  being  in  evideiiac  in  these 
proceedings: 

8an  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Corporatum. 
Exhibit.  Subject-matter  of  exhibits. 

No.  37.    Minimum  charge  data. 
Ko.  38.     General  data. 
No.  39.     Development  cost. 
No.  40.     Cost  of  developing  business. 

No.  41.     Explanation  of  distribution  of  administrative  expense. 
No.  42.     Casualty  insurance  account. 

No.  43.     Proper  minimum  monthly  bill  for  rural  lighting  consumers. 
No.  44.    Cost  of  money  and  rate  of  return  for  all  departments. 
No.  45.    Comparison  of  operating  expenses  with  other  companies. 
No.  46.     Load  factor  of  citrus  and  alfalfa  growers'  plants. 
No.  47.    Additional  data  on  proposed  additions  and  betterments. 
No.  48.     Probable  increases  and  decreases  in  operating  expenses  for  1016  as 

against  1016. 
No.  40.    Comparison  of  flat  irrigation  diarges  of  San  Joaooin  Light  &  Power 

Corporation  with  similar  charges  of  other  electric  utilities. 
No.  50.    Proposed  rate  schedule. 
No.  51.     Substation  data. 
No.  52.    Analysis  of  consumption  of  commercial  lighting  consumers   for 

March,  1915. 
No.  53.    Alfalfa  hay  prices  submitted  by  Schmitz. 
P.U.R.1016C. 
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San  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Corporation — Continued, 
Exhibit.  Subject-matter  of  exhibits. 

Letter  from  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  dated  NoTem* 
ber  15,  1915,  referring  to  certain  Fresno  complaints. 

Letter  from  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  dated  Novem- 
ber 29,  1915,  referring  to  account  of  Mr.  O.  B.  Wulbem. 

Letter  from  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  dated  Feb- 
ruary 28,  1916,  containing  data  with  reference  to  commercial 
lighting  consumers  for  March,  1915. 

Letter  from  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Po^er  Corporation,  dated  March 
1,  1916,  with  new  consimiers'  tag  and  forms  of  biUs. 

Final  water  power  permit  from  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture covering  lands  in  Sequoia  National  Forest. 

Power  agreement  with  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 
covering  Crane  Vall^  dam  and  reservoir  and  other  developments 
in  Sierra  National  Forest. 

Contract  dated  June  14,  1909,  between  Miller  &  Lux,  Incorporated, 
and  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  CompMiy. 

Details  of  exhibit  No.  27— cost  of  senriM. 

Letter  from  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  dated  March 
4,  1916.  indomng  tabulation  ol  eraporatiott  losses  for  Crane 
Vall^  reservoir. 
No.  63.    Letter  from  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  dated  Sep- 
tember 30, 1915,  inclosing  map  showing  location  of  hydroelectric 
properties  on  North  Fork  of  San  Joaquin  river. 
No.  64.     Data  on  power  consumers,  1915. 
No.  65.    Cost  of  mon^  secured  from  sale  of  bonds. 
No.  66.    Analysis  of  Railroad  Commission  and  other  expenses. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation's  annual  report  for  the  year 
ending  December  31,  1915,  has  been  filed,  and  will  also  be  con- 
sidered 'as  being  in  evidence  herein. 

The  subject-matter  of  this  opinion  will  now  be  considered  un- 
der the  following  heads: 

I.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation  and  its  predeceMorA* 

II.  Territory  and  consumers  served* 
m.  Stock,  bonds,  and  notes. 
IV.  Financial  statement. 

V.  Electric  properties. 
VL  Contracts. 

1.  Propriety  of. 

2.  Liens  on  land. 

3.  Waiver  of  damages. 

4.  Purposes  for  which  electric  energy  may  be  used. 

5.  Rights  of  way. 

6.  The  maximum  demand  system. 

7.  Transformers. 
VII.  Service, 

1.  Quality  of. 

2.  Meter  boxes. 
Vin.  Extensions. 

DL  Rates. 

1.  Existing  rates. 

2.  Value  of  property. 

(a)  Investment. 

(b)  Estimated  reproduction  cost  new. 

(c)  Estimated  cost  of  reproduction  new,  len  depreciation. 

(d)  Franchises. 

(e)  Going  concern  value. 

(f )  Water  rights. 

(g)  Fair  return. 

P.U.R.1916C.  r^r-ir^nlr^ 
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IX.  'RaiKih-Continued, 

3.  Operating  expenses. 

4.  Depreciation  annuity. 

5.  Cost  of  dervice. 

6.  Discriminations. 

7.  Agricultural  power. 

8.  Oil-well  power. 

9.  Mining  jpower. 

10.  Industrial  power. 

11.  Commercial  lighting. 

12.  Residence  lighting. 

13.  Street  lighting. 

14.  Contract  with  Mt.  Whitney  Light  k  Power  Company. 
X.  Rules  and  regulations. 

L  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation  and  its  Predecessors. 

The  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation  was  incorporat- 
ed under  the  laws  of  California  on  July  19,  1910,  and  is  the 
fiuoeessor  of  a  number  of  public  utility  corporations  theretofore 
operating  in  the  San  Joaquin  valley.  The  first  in  time  of  these 
utilities  was  San  Joaquin  Electric  CcMnpany,  which  was  incor- 
porated on  March  30,  1895.  The  business  of  this  corporation 
was  conducted  from  August,  1899,  to  December,  1902,  by  John 
J.  Seymour,  as  receiver.  In  December,  1902,  the  property  was 
purchased  by  San  Joaquin  Power  Company.  San  Joaquin 
Power  Company  in  1903  purchased  the  steam  plant  and  dis- 
tributing system  of  Fresno  Gas  &  Electric  Company.  In  1905, 
San  Joaquin  Power  Company  was  reorganized  under  the  name 
of  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Company.  This  company  ac^ 
quired  by  purchase  the  property  of  the  following  ultilities :  In 
1907,  Selma  Light  &  Water  Company ;  in  1909,  Lemoore  Light 
&  Power  Company  and  Sanger  Light  &  Power  Company. 

In  1910,  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Company  was  taken 
over  by  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  the  present 
utility.  During  the  same  year,  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power 
Corporation  also  acquired  control  of  Merced  Falls  Gas  &  Electric 
Company  and  Power  Transit  &  Light  Company.  By  the  pur- 
chase of  Power  Transit  &  Light  Company,  San  Joaquin  Light  & 
Power  Corporation  also  secured  control  of  Power  Development 
Company,  Bakersfield  Gas  &  Electric  Light  Company,  and  Bak- 
ersfield  &  Kern  Electric  Railway  Company. 

II.  Territory  and  Consumers  Served. 

The  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation,  hereinafter  re- 
ferred to  as  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  sells  electric  eaiergy 
P.U.R.191SC. 
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in  all  or  a  portion  of  the  counties  of  Merced,  Mariposa,  Fresno, 
Madera,  Tulare,  Kings,  and  Eern,  in  the  San  Joaquin  valley. 
Electric  energy  is  sold  in  the  cities  or  towns  of  Bakersfield, 
Clovis,  Corcoran,  Dinuba,  Firebaugh,  Kingsburg,  Fowler,  Fres* 
no^  Lemoore,  Los  Bancs,  Madera,  Maricopa,  Merced,  McKit- 
trick,  Eeedley,  Sanger,  Selma,  and  Taft,  and  in  the  territory 
embraced  within  the  general  area  in  which  these  cities  or  towns 
are  located*  During  the  year  ending  December  31,  1915,  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  sold  electric  energy  to  12,934  resi* 
dence  lighting  consumers,  4,892  coiamercial  lighting  consumer^, 
179  municipal  lighting  consumers,  1,591  industrial  power  con- 
sumers,  857  agricultural  power  consumers,  and  27  other  power 
consumers.  To  these  customers,  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
sold  electric  energy  in  tiie  following  amounts:  For  residence 
lighting,  2,927,796  kilowatt  hours;  for  commercial  Ughting,, 
6,924,745  kilowatt  hours;  for  municipal  lighting,  1,577,133 
kilowatt  hours;  for  industrial  power,  26,121,522  kilowatt  hours.;: 
for  agricultural  power,  18,767,408  kilowatt  hours;  and  for  aU 
other  power,  22,500,096  kilowatt  hours. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  sells  gas  in  and  about  Bakers- 
field,  Merced,  and  Selma.  IsTatural  gas  is  sold  in  and  about 
Bakersfield,  and  artificial  gas  in  and  about  Selma  and  Merced. 
During  the  year  ending  December  31,  1915,  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  had  3,861  consumers  of  gas  in  and  about  Bakers- 
field;  552  in  and  about  Merced;  and  325  in  and  about  Selma. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  sells  water  in  and  about  Madera 
and  Selma,  and  also  owns  and  operates  the  electric  street  railway 
in  Bakersfield. 

The  present  proceedings  involve  only  the  electric  business  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation. 

m.  Stock,  Bonds,  and  Notes. 

The  articles  of  incorporation  of  the  San  Joaquin  co!rporation 
provide  for  an  issue  of  common  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $15,- 
000,000  and  preferred  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $10,000,000. 
Of  the  stock  so  authorized,  common  stock  of  the  par  value  of 
$11,000,000  and  preferred  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $6,500,000 
is  BOW  outstanding. 

This  Commission's  auditing  department  reports  that  on  De- 
F.U.K.1916C.  • 
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cember  31, 1916,  there  were  outstanding  in  the  hands  of  the  pub- 
lic as  obligations  against  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  bonds  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation  and  predecessor  corporations .  of 
the  total  face  value  of  $8,880,000.  These  bonds  bear  interest 
partly  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent  and  partly  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent 
per  annum. 

On  December  31,  1915,  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  had  out- 
standing  notes  payable  of  the  face  value  of  $881,376.17.  On 
the  same  day  the  corporation  had  other  current  liabilities  amount- 
ing to  $408,428.56.  Various  reserve  accounts  on  the  same  day 
amounted  to  $1,166,788.19. 

IV.  Firuincicd  Stcdement. 

This  Commissiosi's  auditing  department  reports  book  assets 
and  liabilities  of  San  Joaquin  corporation  on  December  31, 
1916)  including  all  departments  of  the  corporation's  business, 
as  follows: 

TABLE  No.  I. 

Assets  and  Lidbilities  of  San  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Corporation — 

December  SI,  1915. 

ASSETS. 

Fixed  assets — 

Electrie  plant $9,667 »9 1 1J25 

Gas  plant  540,990.19 

Water  plant   109,904.04 

Total  fixed  aasete   $10,318,805.48 

Intangible  assets — 

RighU  and  franchiees $13,770,298.75 

Bond  discount  and  expense  441,944.72 

Stock  discount 1,250,000.00 

Plant  appreciations 1,546,883.28 

Total  intangible  assets 17,009A26.7S 

Current  assets — 

Cash $215,529.21 

Notes  receivable  315,080.36 

Accounts  receivable 339,844.06 

Materials  and  supplies 305,901.41 

Sinking  funds 127,649.47 

Prepayments 1,218.52 

Treasury  securities 145,690.47 

Suspense    (mostly    undistributed    disburse- 
ments)     122,425.17 

Bakersfield  and  Kern  Railway  stock 250,000.00 

Bakersfi^d  and  Kern  Railway  account 354,227.56 

Total  current  assets e»177,606.2S 

Total  assets $29,505,488.46 

P.U.R.1916C.  • 
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TABLE  Na  I.-^outimued.  * 

LIABILITIES. 

Capital  liahiUtie^-^ 

Common  stock $11,00#,000.00 

Preferred  stock  0,500,000.00 

Bonds 8,880,000.00 

Total  «aihital  liabUities  «M«38a,000.0i 

Current  liahUities — 

Taxes  and  insuranoe  account $3^654.76 

Bond  interest  aeeount 153,250.01 

Other  interest  aeeount 9,410.83 

Sinking-fund  accounts 68,041.50 

Deposits 44,779.92 

Prepayments    23,756.99     . 

Notes  payable  '331,376.17 

Accounts  payable   70,098.17 

Pay  rolls  payable 30,422.39 

Total  current  liabilities 734,799.73 

R^$eroe  aeeount^ — 

Bepieciation    $1,136,947.87 

Casualty  4,660.03 

Insurance    4,900.00 

Bad  debts 7,491.00 

Sinking  fund  accretions  11,730.29 

Total  reserve  accounts 1,166,738.19 

Surplus  capital   $321,259.98 

Corporate   903,640.56 

1,224,900.54 

Total   liabilities    $29^5,438.46 

The  auditing  department  reports  income  recapitulation  and 
adjustment  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  entire  business  for 
the  year  ending  December  31,  1915,  as  follows: 

TABLE  No.  II. 

Jiiooms  Recapitulation  and  Adjustment  of  San  Joaquin  Light  d  Power 

Corporation — 1915, 

Net  revenue  electric $310,363.34 

Net  revenue  gas 59,820.47 

Net  revenue  water 811.42 

$370,995.23 

Add: 

Jobbing  and  merchandise  revenue $3,224.68 

Interest  received    6,660.60 

Miscellaneous  earnings    2,576.97 

12,362.25 

$383,357.48 
DediueiT 

Depreciation  general  capital  $260.00 

Depreciation  horses,  wagons,  etc 1,856.13 

Depredation  autoe,  etc 3,209.52 

Teamings  2.344.58 

Bad  debts  and  other  reserves 4,800.00 

12,460.23 

Net  earnings,  year  1915 $370,897.25 

P.U.R.1916C.  T 
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The  auditing  department  reports  revenuea  and  expenses  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  electric  business  for  the  year  end- 
ing December  81,  1915,  as  follows: 

TABLE  No.  in. 

EheMo  BwenueB  and  EwpenaeSf  San  Joaqtim  Light  d  Faw^r 
Corporation — 1915. 

Rm>emue9 — 

Municipal  lighting $69,692.42 

Commercial  and  residence  lighting 594  J91.68 

Power  , 874,113.54 

Charged  to  Bakersfield  and  Kern  Railway' 27,867.89 

$1,566^5.53 

JBwpen9€9-^ 

Operation $145,214.20 

Maintenance    64,275.09 

Oeneral  and  administration  expenses   227,654.80 

License,  taxes,  and  insurance 97,063.24 

524,207^3 

Net  earnings  from  operation $1,042,^^58.20 

Depreciation $220,205.19 

Interest  on  bonds 401  J09.80 

Interest  on  floating  debt 81,006.95 

Amortization  of  bond  discount  and  expense. . . .       28,972.92 

731,894.86 

Net  revenue  electric « $310,363.34 

The  gross  revenue  from  the  sale  of  electric  energy  in  the  year 
1915  was  $12,017.65  in  excess  of  the  revenue  for  the  year  1914, 
notwithstanding  the  falling  off  of  the  oil-pumping  business. 

V.  Electric  Properties. 

The  present  electric  producticm  system  of  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  consists  of  hydroelectric  developments  on  the  San 
Joaquin  river  (in  Madera  county),  on  the  Tule  river  (in  Tulare 
county),  and  on  the  Kern  river  (in  Kern  counly),  and  an  auxili- 
ary and  stand-by  steam  generating  plant  in  Bakersfield.  In 
January,  1916,  the  small  hydroelectric  plant  at  Merced  Falls, 
which  plant  was  washed  out  by  a  flood  in  January,  1911,  was 
again  placed' in  operation.  However,  inasmuch  as  any  neces- 
sity which  exists  for  the  Merced  Falls  plant  is  of  a  more  or  less 
temporary  nature,  and  because  the  reconstruction  of  the  plant 
was  probably  influenced  more  by  the  desire  of  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  to  protect  its  water  rights  at  this  pmnt  than  by  any 
urgent  necessity,  it  need  not  be  considered  in  connection  with  tho 
permanent  production  system. 
P.U.R.1916G. 
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The  present  San  Joaquin  river  development  consists  of  a  stor- 
age reservoir  in  Crane  valley  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  San  Joa- 
qnin  river,  power  house  No.  8,  with  a  rated  capacity  of  2,000 
kilowatts,  also  on  the  North  Fork,  and  San  Joaquin  power  house, 
also  known  as  power  house  No.  1,  having  a  capacity  of  16,000 
kilowatts  at  unity  factor,  located  on  the  main  river  below  the 
junction  of  the  North  Fork.  Crane  Valley  reservoir  has  an 
apparent  maximum  capacity  of  51,000  acre  feet,  and  an  actual 
capacity  of  approximately  40,000  acre  feet  of  water  impounded 
by  a  combination  earth  and  rock  fill  dam  measuring  1,860  feet 
in  length  at  the  top  and  having  a  maximum  height  of  150  feet. 

The  water  from  Crane  Valley  reservoir  passes  through  the 
outlet  tower,  where  the  outflow  is  regulated,  into  a  horizontal 
tunnel  under  the  dam  and  into  a  concrete  basin  fitted  with  an 
outflow  weir.  From  this  point  the  water  enters  the  conduit 
system,  consisting  of  a  series  of  canals,  tunnels,  and  flumes,  hav- 
ing a  capacity  of  100  cubic  feet  per  second,  and  is  conveyed  for 
a  distance  of  about  4^  miles,  to  the  regulating  reservoir  of  power 
house  No.  3,  where  a  fall  of  401  feet  ia  available.  From  the 
regulating  reservoir  the  water  flows  through  a  tunnel  and  steel 
pipe  line  of  60  to  52  inches  in  diameter  for  a  distance  of  3,111 
feet^  terminating  at  the  power  house,  where  the  water  is  utilized 
to  drive  four  overhung  Doble  tangential  water  wheels  direct  con- 
nected to  two  r,000  kw.  generators.  After  being  discharged 
from  power  house  No.  8,  the  water  is  allowed  to  pass  down  the 
canyon  of  the  North  Fork  to  a  point  near  the  junction  of  that 
stream  and  the  South  Fork,  where  a  small  diversion  weir  serves 
to  form  a  pond,  from  which  water  from  both  the  North  Fork  and 
the  South  Fork  is  supplied  to  the  conduit  system  serving  San 
Joaquin  power  house  No.  1.  This  conduit  system,  consisting  of 
approximately  4.5  miles  of  tunnels,  canals,  and  flumes,  termi- 
nates in  an  8-acre  regulating  reservoir  having  a  capacity  of 
about  35  acre  feet.  San  Joaquin  power  house  No.  1  is  supplied 
from  this  reservoir  through  two  pipe  lines,  which  vary  in  diam- 
eteiwfrom  44  inches  at  the  top  to  34  inches  at  the  bottom,  and 
have  a  total  length  of  some  4,300  feet  The  hydraulic  head  at 
this  point  is  about  1,425  feet.  The  generating  equipment  of  San 
Joaquin  power  house  No.  1  consists  of  four  4,000  k.  v.  a.  2,300 

volt  imits  direct  connected  to  single  impulse  wheels  operated  with 
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two  needle  nozzles.  The  discharge  from  this  power  house  is 
directly  into  the  main  San  Joaquin  river.  At  this  point  it  may 
be  well  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  present  San  Joaquin 
power  house  Na  1,  completed  in  1911,  was  constructed  on  the 
site  occupied  by  the  old  San  Joaquin  power  house,  which  was 
constructed  about  1896,  and  was  operated  until  displaced  by  the 
new  plant  The  power-house  building  of  the  old  plant  is  being 
used  at  the  present  tinme  as  a  storeroom,  and  the  old  pipe  line 
from  the  same  regulating  reservoir,  and  apparently  still  in  good 
condition,  is  not  used  for  any  purpose  in  connection  with  the 
present  operations  of  the  company. 

4  The  Tule  river  development,  although  construction  work  was 
started  in  1903,  was  not  placed  in  operation  until  some  time  in 
the  spring  of  1914.  This  development  consists  of  a  single 
hydroelectric  plant  known  as  Tule  power  house  operated  under  a 
static  head  of  1,535  feet  without  storage.  Water  is  diverted 
from  the  Doyle  branch  of  the  Tule  river  at  a  point  known  locally 
as  Doyle's  ranch,  from  which  place  it  is  taken  directly  into  the 
conduit  line,  consisting  entirely  of  tunnels  and  covered  concrete 
ditch,  for  a  distance  of  17,115  feet  to  a  concrete  surge  tank  at 
the  head  of  the  pressure  pipe  line.  From  this  point  the  water 
is  carried  to  the  power  house,  located  on  the  Doyle  branch  a  short 
distance  above  its  confluence  with  the  ^N'elson  branch  of  the  Tule 
river,  through  a  steel  pipe  line  approximately  3,600  feet  in 
length  and  varying  in  diameter  from  36  inches  at  the  top  to  30 
inches  at  the  bottom.  In  the  power  house  are  located  two  main 
generating  units  each  having  a  rated  capacity  of  3,000  k.  ▼•  a. 
and  directly  connected  to  8,600  horse  power  impulse  water 
wheels.  This  power  plant  is  connected  to  the  main  60,000  volt 
system  at  Strathmore,  Tulare  county. 

The  oldest  of  the  hydroelectric  developments  owned  by  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  is  located  on  the  Kern  river,  and  is 
known  as  the  Kern  Canyon  Power  Plant.  This  plant  was  con- 
structed by  the  Power  Development  Company  in  1895.  Al- 
though the  flume  which  originally  conducted  the  water  from  the 
point  of  diversion  to  the  head  of  the  penstock  has  since  been 
entirely  replaced  by  a  tunnel,  the  plant  is  now  operating  as 
originally  built,  except  for  changes  made  in  the  original  water 
wheels  prior  to  1901  and  a  few  minor  replacements  and  addi* 
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tions.  Water  is  diveYted  from  the  Eem  river  about  2  mileB 
above  the  mouth  of  the  canyon  by  a  natural  dam^  throog^  8^500 
feet  of  concrete  lined  tunnel,  and  is  delivered  directly  into  a 
pressure  pipe  line  66  inches  in  diameter  and  660  feet  long.  The 
total  drop  at  tlus  point  is  212  feet  and  the  water  is  utilized  to 
operate  three  450  kw.  generators.  Power  from  the  Kern  canyon 
plant  is  transmitted  a  distance  of  Ig  miles  over  two  10^00  volt 
circuits,  to  Bakersfield,  where  connection  is  made  with  the  com- 
pany's main  system. 

The  Bakersfield  steam  plant  is  used  both  as  an  auxiliary  and  as 
a  stand-by  station.  The  first  permanent  unit^  a  2,500  k.  v.  a. 
turbo-generator,  was  installed  during  the  spring  of  1911 ;  a  sec- 
o;id  turbine  unit,  rated  at  6,250  k.  v,  a«  with  5,000  kw.  steam 
end,  was  placed  in  operation  in  November,  1911;  and  the  third 
turbine  unit,  identical  with  the  second  unit  but  rated  at  7,800 
k.  V.  a.  with  6,250  kw.  steam  end,  b^an  operating  during  the 
latter  part  of  1913.  While  the  present  a^^regate  rated  capacity 
of  the  three  turbo-generators  is  16,650  k.  v.  a.  this  entire  capacity 
is  probably  not  available  at  the  present  time  owing  to  the  limi- 
tations imposed  by  boiler  capacity.  At  the  present  time  there 
are  installed  in  the  Bakersfield  plant,  6,048  boiler  horse-power 
water  tube  boilers,  four  of  the  boilers  being  rated  at  804  horse 
power  and  the  other  eight  at  604  horse  power  eack  This  plant 
is  connected  through  ample  transformer  capacity  to  the  com- 
pany's main  60,000  volt  transmission  system  as  well  as  to  the 
11,000  volt  system. 

In  addition  to  the  production  plants  above  referred  to,  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  maintains  at  Fresno,  in  the  old  steam 
plant  building,  a  750  horse-power  horizontal  cro6S*eompound 
engine,  belt  connected  through  an  arrangement  of  clutches  be- 
tween two  motor  generator  sets.  Ample  boiler  capacity  is  main- 
tained for  this  unit,  and  under  certain  conditions  it  could  be  con- 
bidered  as  a  reserve  unit  in  so  far  as  the  local  street  railway  load 
is  concerned,  although  I  qiiestion  the  reasonableness  and  neces- 
sity of  any  such  stand-by,  considering  the  large  amount  of  money 
invested  in  duplicate  and  interconnected  production  and  trans- 
mission facilities. 

Power  house  No.  3  is  connected  to  San  Joaquin  power  house 
No.  1  by  a  single  80,000  volt  circuit    From  power  house  No. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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1^  two  60^000  volt  circuits  lead  to  the  Coppermine  substatton, 
and  at  this  point  branch  out  and  form  what  is  known  as  the 
''east  loop''  and  the  ''west  loop"  of  the  main  transmission  sys- 
tem. The  east  loop  of  the  60,000  volt  system  extends  in  a  gen- 
eral southerly  direction  from  Coppermine  substation,  along  the 
foothills  on  the  east  side  of  the  valley,  through  Tulare  and  Kern 
counties  to  Bakersfield.  The  west  loop  of  the  main  transmission 
system  extends  from  Coppermine  substation  to  the  north  and 
west  of  Fresno,  thence  in  a  general  southerly  direction  to  Henri- 
etta substation,  where  a  branch  line  is  taken  off  westerly  to  Coal- 
inga,  tiienoe  oontinuing  soulli  and  passing  to  the  west  of  Tulare 
lake  and  through  the  Lost  Hills,  Midway,  and  Sunset  oil  fields, 
finally  reaching  Bakersfield  from  the  soutii. 

The  30,000  volt  transmission  system  also  radiates  from  .Cop- 
permine substation,  one  line  serving  Madera,  Merced,  Meroed 
Falls,  and  a  portion  of  Mariposa  county,  and  a  branch  extending 
due  west  from  a  point  south  of  Madera,  known  as  Sayres  Com- 
ers, serving  Mendota,  Los  Banos,  and  intefrvening  territoiy  on 
the  west  side  of  the  San  Joaquin  river.  Two  30,000  volt  lines 
extend  from  Coppermine  to  the  city  of  Flresno.  From  Fresno 
one  circuit  extends  in  a  southerly  direction  along  the  Santa  Fe 
railroad  ihrou^  Hanford  and  Corcoran,  finally  terminating  at 
the  Stoil  substation.  At  Hanford,  a  cross  tie  extends  westerly 
through  Lemoore  to  the  Henrietta  substation,  where  connection 
is  made  with  the  60,000  volt  west  loop. 

VI.  Contracts. 

1.  Propriety  of. 

[1]  The  San  Joaquin  corporation's  rate  schedule,  on  file  with 
this  Commission,  contains  the  following  provision  with  referaioe 
to  the  signing  of  contracts  by  its  customers:  "I^o  contract  is 
required  in  the  event  the  customer  requires  only  lighting  service. 
If  power  service  is  involved,  a  written  contract,  such  as  would 
be  applicable  to  the  schedule  selected,  must  be  executed.'^ 

In  other  words,  tibe  San  Joaquin  corporation  requires  tilie 
signing  of  a  contract  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  service  of 
agricultural  power  oil-well  power,  mining  power,  industrial  pow- 
er, and  street  lighting. 

The  general  rule  wilii  reference  to  a  requirement  by  a  utility 
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that  an  intending  customer  must  sign  a  contract  before  he  can 
secure  service  was  stated  by  this  Commission  in  its  decision  No. 
2689,  rendered  on  August  12,  1916,  in  case  No.  683,  Re  Water, 
G.  E.  &  T.  Utilities,  7  Oal.  R  0.  R.  p.  880,  P.U.R.1916E, 
717.    In  this  case,  the  presiding  Oommissicmer  said : 

''Water,  gas,  electric,  and  telephone  utilities  frequently  de- 
mand that  an  applicant  sign  a  contract  before  service  wiU  be 
delivered.!  I  do  not  now  refer  to  extensions  in  unincorporated 
territory,  where  unusual  conditions  frequently  obtain.  Under 
the  rules  herein  prescribed,  the  necessity  for  such  contracts  is 
not  apparent.  The  consumer  is  botmd  by  the  utility's  lawful 
rates,  rules,  and  regulations  on  file  with  this  Commission.  No 
contract  is  necessary  to  insure  their  applicability  to  him.  The 
utility  will  secure  ample  protection  under  the  rules  herein  es- 
tablished in  the  matter  of  payment  for  its  service  and  for  the  cost 
of  disconnections  and  reconnections.  The  initial  installation  is 
added  to  capital  account  and  is  considered  when  rates  are  es- 
tablished. It  is  difficult  to  find  any  other  reason  for  compelling 
an  applicant  for  service  to  sign  such  contract  other  than  to  hold 
him  for  a  term  beyond  that  for  which  he  would  desire  to  be 
held  if  he  were  a  free  agent^ — a  motive  to  which  this  Commis- 
sion cannot  give  its  sanction. 

''Accordingly  I  recommend  diat  henceforth  an  applicant  for 
service  from  a  water,  gas,  electric,  or  telephone  utility  be  not 
required  to  sign  a  contract  as  a  condition  precedent  to  service; 
provided  that  it  is  not  intended  herein  to  pass  on  the  question  of 
contracts  in  connection  with  extensions  in  unincorporated  terri- 
tory, which  matter  is  left  open  for  consideration  in  subsequent 
proceedings.  Utilities  of  these  classes  shall  continue  to  have  the 
right  to  require  applicants  to  sign  reasonable  applications  for 
service,  so  that  their  records  may  contain  the  necessary  data  with 
reference  to  all  consumers.'' 

In  accordance  with  this  declaration,  this  Commission  adopted 
the  following  rule  with  reference  to  the  execution  of  contracts 
for  service  by  intending  customers  of  water,  gas,  electric,  and 
telephone  utilities: 

"Rule  12.  Except  in  the  case  of  extensions  in  unincorporated 
territory,  which  matter  is  left  open  for  consideration  in  subse- 
quent proceedings,  and  of  extensions  in  incorporated  territory  in 
P.UJR.1916C.  64 
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cases  in  which  the  Commission  may  hereafter  authorize  the  sign- 
ing of  contracts  for  service^  a  water,  gas,  electric,  or  telephone 
utili^  may  not  require  that  an  applicant  sign  a  contract  for 
service  as  a  condition  precedent  to  service;  provided  that  such 
utility  may  require  that  reasonable  written  application  for  serv- 
ice be  made." 

Hence,  except  in  cases  in  which  special  and  unusual  conditions 
exist,  an  electric  utility  does  not  have  the  right  to  require  the 
signing  of  a  contract  as  a  condition  precedent  to  service.  As  all 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  a  c<Mitract  which  properly  enter  into 
a  rate  are  ordinarily  contained  in  the  rates,  rules,  and  r^ulations 
of  the  utility  on  file  with  the  Bailroad  Commission,  the  only  real 
purpose  in  compelling  an  intending  customer  to  sign  a  contract 
for  service  must  be  to  bind  him  to  pay  for  service  for  a  definite 
period,  even  though  he  might  desire  to  diaconfinue  the  service 
before  the  expiration  of  that  period.  Consequently,  the  only 
justification  for  requiring  the  signing  of  such  a  contract  is  some 
unusual  condition,  such  as  an  abnormally  large  investment  on 
the  part  of  the  utility,  which  would  make  it  unfair  to  the  utility 
to  leave  the  customer  in  such  a  position  that  he  can  discontinue 
service  without  further  payment,  whenever  he  desires  to  do  sa 

[2]  Referring  now  particularly  to  the  agricultural  power  busi- 
ness of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  it  appears  that  large  tracts 
of  territory  served  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  with  power 
for  pumping  purposes  are  as  yet  sparsely  settle,  and  that  un- 
usually heavy  investments  must  be  made  by  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation,  on  the  average,  to  construct  transmission  and  distri- 
bution lines  to  serve  this  class  of  consumers.  Hence,  at  the  pres- 
ent time  and  under  the  present  conditions,  it  seems  entirely  rea- 
sonable that  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  should  require  the 
signing  of  a  contract  in  the  first  instance  by  an  intending  con- 
sumer of  agricultural  power,  unless  the  consumer  can  in  some 
other  way  adequately  protect  the  utility  against  loss  from  an 
early  discontinuance  of  the  service.  It  will  also  be  clear  that, 
when  a  consumer  selects  an  annual  or  seasonal  rate  which  is 
payable  in  equal  monthly  instalments,  a  contract  should  be  per- 
mitted covering  the  period  for  which  the  particular  rate  chosen  is 
applicable. 

The  rates  herein  established  will  contain  a  form  of  noneon- 
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tract  agricfultural  power  rate,  under  whioh  rate  the  utility  will 
be  adequately  protected.  This  rate  will  be  an  optional  rate  which 
can  be  used  by  such  cu8t(xner8  as  do  not  desire  to  sign  a  contract, 
but  will  necessarily  be  slightly  higher  than  the  contract  rates. 

One  of  the  chief  complaints  which  arise  in  connection  with 
the  requirement  of  certain  utilities  that  contracts  be  signed  by 
intending  consumers  is  that  the  consumers  signing  such  contracts 
generally  do  not  know  that  redress  lies  by  appeal  to  the  Bailroad 
Commission,  in  case  the  terms  of  such  contracts  should  prove 
unjust  or  unreasonable.  In  order  to  remove  this  source  of  oorn* 
plaint,  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  should  insert  in  all  its  con- 
tracts, whether  for  agricultural  power  or  any  other  class  of  serv- 
ice, the  following  words:  ^^It  is  understood  by  and  between  the 
parties  hereto  that  this  agreement  is  merely  in  the  nature  of  a 
r^ulation,  and  is  subject  at  all  times,  after  proceedings  duly 
had,  to  change  or  abolition  by  the  Bailroad  Commission  of  the 
state  of  California." 

Similar  language  has  for  a  number  of  years  been  inserted  in 
all  the  contracts  of  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Company,  in 
accordance  with  this  Commission's  decision  No.  247,  rendered 
on  October  1,  1912,  in  application  No.  209  (1  Cal.  R.  C.  K-  p. 
646). 

Considerable  complaint  was  directed  toward  the  term  of  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation's  agricultural  power  contracts,  which 
term  has  been  five  years,  with  an  additional  two-year  term  under 
the  so-called  "colonization  contracts."  While  a  five-year  term 
may  have  been  reasonable  during  the  early  agricultural  develop- 
ments of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  I  am  convinced  from  a 
careful  study  of  the  average  investment  in  distributing  system 
to  serve  agricultural  power  consumers  and  of  the  average  reve* 
nues  from  such  service  that  in  the  present  state  of  development 
of  the  corporation's  business  a  term  of  three  years  is  sufficient. 

Complaint  was  also  made  of  the  requirement  of  the  San  Joa- 
quin corporation  that  upon  the  expiration  of  the  first  five-year 
period  heretofore  in  effect  under  the  agricultural  power  con- 
tracts, the  consumer  has  been  compelled  to  sign  a  new  contract 
for  a  second  five-year  term.  It  was  urged  herein  that  the  neces- 
sity for  the  existence  of  the  contract  relationship  must  be  pre- 
sumed to  have  ceased  at  the  end  of  the  first  t^rm.    I  am  of  the 
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opinion  that  this  contention  is  well  founded.  The  order  hemn 
will  provide  that  after  service  has  been  received  during  three 
years  under  the  agricultural  power  contracts,  service  will  there- 
after be  continued  from  year  to  year,  under  the  same  terms  and 
conditions  except  the  term,  as  theretofore,  unless  notice  to  dis- 
continue at  the  end  of  the  original  term  or  of  any  subsequent 
year  be  given,  without  the  signing  of  a  new  c<Hitract.  The  lan- 
guage to  be  inserted  in  the  contract  shall  be  similar  to  that  here- 
tofore adopted  by  the  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Company, 
Seaman  v.  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Co.  4  Cal.  R.  0-  R. 
p.  1362.  As  hereinbefore  indicated,  ccmtracts  may  continue  to 
be  required  for  flat-rate  agricultural  power  service  for  twelve 
months  or  less,  except  in  the  cases  referred  to  in  the  preceding 
sentence.  The  mere  fact  that  the  particular  consumer  using  the 
installation  has  changed  will  not  be  sufficient  to  justify  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  in  requiring  the  signing  of  a  contract 
running  beyond  the  first  three-year  term. 

The  evidence  in  these  proceedings  revealed  a  number  of  in- 
stances in  which  hardship  has  resulted  from  the  continuing  obli- 
gation to  pay  for  agricultural  power  when  the  consumer  could  no 
longer  advantageously  use  it.  On  complaint  of  auch  hardship, 
the  Railroad  Commission  reserves  the  right  to  authorize  the  <:an- 
celation  of  the  contract  upon  just  and  equitable  terms,  under 
which  the  utility  will  secure  the  protection  to  which  it  is  entitled 
in  connection  with  the  investment  made  to  serve  the  discontinu- 
ing consumer. 

[3]  iNTo  complaint  was  made  with  reference  to  the  signing  of 
contracts  in  connection  with  the  oil-well  and  the  mining  power 
business.  Botii  these  classes  of  business  are  more  or  less  uncer- 
tain and  hazardous.  Considerable  investment  to  take  care  of 
the  business  is  frequently  required  from  the  utility.  Until  the 
further  order  of  the  Commission,  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
may  require  the  signature  of  reasonable  contracts  as  conditions 
precedent  to  these  classes  of  service. 

I  have  been  able  to  find  no  good  reason  for  the  continuance 
of  the  practice  of  requiring  the  signing  of  contracts  in  connec- 
tion with  the  service  of  industrial  power.  A  number  of  the 
existing  contracts  seem  clearly  to  be  discriminatory  as  to  the 
rates  named  therein.     These  discriminations  must  all  be  elimi- 
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nated  by  terminating  the  practice  of  .compelling  the  signing  of 
contracts^  and  by  bringing  all  oases  of  this  class  of  service  within 
the  uniform  rates,  rales,  and  regulations  herein  pcescribed. 

!N'o  complaint  was  made  with  reference  to  the  signing  by  mu- 
nicipalities of  contracts  for  street  lighting.  To  senre  tiiie  class 
of  business,  the  utility  must  make  relatively  large  investments 
which  cannot  be  utilized^for  other  classes  of  business.  It  has 
always  been  the  practice  in  this  state  to  require  municipalities 
to  sign  contracts  for  this  class  of  business.  At  the  present  time, 
I  am  not  satisfied  that  this  practice  is  unreasonable* 
2.  Liens  an  Land. 

[4,  5]  The  various  forms  of  agricultural  power  contracts  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation  all  contain  a  provision  to  the  effect 
that  the  sums  due  for  the  electric  energy  supplied  under  the 
contract  shall  be  a  lien  on  tibe  consumer's  property.  This  pro- 
vision reads  as  follows :  ''It  is  expressly  covenanted  and  agreed 
that  the  eleetrical  energy  herein  agreed  to  be  furnished  is  fur* 
niahed  for  the  benefit  of  the  land,  and  all  sums  herein  stipulated 
to  be  paid  by  said  purchaser  to  said  company  shall  be  a  lien  on 
aU  that  certain  piece  of  land  (describing  the  consumer's  land), 
together  with  all  the  tenements,  hereditaments,  and  appurte- 
nances thereto  belonging,  and  that  said  company  may  enforce  the 
same,  and  in  event  of  a  suit,  thereon  to  enforce  the  payment  of 
any  of  said  sums,  said  purchaser  shall  pay  all  expenses,  includ-- 
ing  a  reasonable  attorney's  fee,  to  be  fixed  by  the  court  and 
included  as  a  part  of  any  of  said  sums,  and  of  the  judgment  in 
fifuch  action." 

This  provision  is  a  survival  of  the  period  in  the  history  of  this 
state  during  which  the  consumer  had  no  public  authority  to 
whom  he  could  look  for  redress,  and  during  which  he  was  com- 
pelled to  take  whatever  the  utility  offered  him,  whether  he  con* 
«idered  it  fair  and  reasonable  or  not.  During  this  period,  the 
<M>ntracts  presented  by  utilities  to  intending  consumers  for  their 
signature  were  frequently  drawn  in  such  a  way  as  to  accord  the 
utility  every  possible  protection  which  occurred  to  the  imagi- 
nation of  able  counsel,  while  but  little  regard  was  paid  to  the 
•consumer. 

With  the  exception  of  but  two  other  utilities,  the  owitracts 
of  which  contain  a  similar  provision  in  a  modified  form,  no  elep' 
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trical  utility  in  Califond^  other  than  the  San  Joaquin  corpora- 
tion undertakes  at  the  present  time  to  make  its  bills  a  lien  on  the 
consumer's  land.  Furthermore^  even  the  San  Joaquin  corpo- 
ration confines  this  provision  to  the  purchasers  of  a^icultui*al 
power.  The  farmers  in  the  territory  served  by  the  San  Joaquin. 
corporation  seem  clearly  to  be  discriminated  against,  in  that 
their  bills  are  made  a  lien  on  their  l^pd,  while  no  similar  pro- 
vision exists  with  reference  to  oil-well  power,  mining  power, 
industrial  power,  commercial  lighting,  residence  lighting,  or 
street  lighting. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  urges  that  if  the  provisions 
with  reference  to  liens  on  land  are  eliminated  from  the 
agricultural  power  contracts,  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  cor- 
poration, in  order  to  protect  itself,  to  require  the  payment  of 
flat-rate  bills  monthly  in  advance.  Other  electric  utilities 
in  California  selling  electric  energy  for  pumping  purposes  to  the 
farmers  of  this  state  have  been  able  to  collect  their  bills  without 
monthly  prepayments  in  advance  and  without  undue  losses,  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  can  do  likewise. 

The  provision  in  the  agricultural  power  contracts  of  the  San. 
Joaquin  corporation  providing  for  a  lien  on  the  consumer's  land 
to  secure  the  payment  of  the  corporation's  bills  shall  be  elimi- 
nated. 
3,  Waiver  of  Damages* 

[6]  The  agricultural  power  contracts  of  the  San  Joaquin  cor- 
poration contain  a  number  of  provisions  by  which  the  consumer 
is  compelled  to  waive  such  claims  as  he  may  have  for  damages- 
against  the  corporation  by  reason  of  interruption  or  failure  of 
service,  or  the  energizing  of  its  lines  by  the  corporation  following 
such  interruptions,  and  also  in  connection  with  loss  or  damage 
resulting  from  the  electric  energy  supplied  to  the  consumer,, 
whether  such  loss  or  damage  accrues  to  the  person  or  property  of 
the  consumer  or  to  any  other  person.  Such  provisions  are  not 
properly  a  part  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of  a  public  utility, 
nor  should  they  be  made  a  part  of  any  contract  of  service.  The- 
parties  should  be  left  to  the  usual  rules  of  law  applicable  to  such 
circumstances,  and  the  utility  should  not  undertake  to  make  the- 
consumer,  as  a  condition  of  service  to  him,  waive  such  rights  as- 
tiie  law  would  otherwise  give  him. 
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All  provisions  with  reference  to  waiver  of  damages  shall  be 
eliminated  from  the  San  Joaqnin  corporation's  contracts. 
4.  Purposes  for  Which  EUctrie  Energy  May  Be  Used. 

[7]  Considerable  complaint  waij  made  that  consumers  taking 
electric  energy  for  agricultural  power  purposes  under  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation's  various  forms  of  contracts  are  not  per^ 
mitted  to  use  the  electric  energy  for  any  purpose  other  than  for 
the  pumping  of  water  for  irrigation,  even  though  the  consumer 
may  not,  at  the  time,  use  the  electric  energy  for  this  purpose. 
A  number  of  complainants  testified  that  at  times  when  they  are 
not  pumping  water  for  irrigation,  they  would  like  to  use  the 
electric  energy  to  cut  alfalfa  or  other  feed,  grind  com,  operate 
a  cream  separator,  pump  water  for  domestic  purposes  or  for 
stock,  or  to  light  the  premises.  The  evidence  also  shows  that  in 
a  number  of  instances  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  has  permitted 
consumers  who  made  complaint,  to  install  a  double  throw  switch 
and  to  use  electric  energy  for  a  number  of  these  purposes,  at 
times  when  not  used  for  the  pumping  of  water  for  irrigation. 
It  is  the  uniform  practice  of  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  Electric 
Company  to  permit  its  agricultural  power  consumers  to  install 
a  double  switch  and  to  use  the  electric  energy  for  which  they 
are  paying,  during  such  times  as  the  motor  used  in  pumping 
water  for  irrigation  is  not  being  operated,  for  the  purpose  of 
illuminating  the  residence  and  grounds. 

It  is  difficult  to  understand  why  a  farmer  who  pays  a  flat 
rate  under  which  he  is  entitled  to  the  continuous  use  of  a  certain 
maximum  amount  of  power  to  operate  his  motor  for  pumping 
purposes  during  the  entire  year,  or  during  certain  specified 
portions  of  the  year,  should  not  have  the  right  to  utilize  for 
other  purposes  the  electric  energy  to  which  he  is  entitled,  when 
he  does  not  desire  to  operate  his  motor  for  pumping.  The  mere 
fact  that  an  occasional  consumer  bridges  over  his  switch,  or  in 
any  other  manner  secures  more  electric  energy  than  that  for 
which  he  is  paying,  is,  in  my  opinion,  no  conclusive  argument 
against  the  justice  or  reasonableness  of  the  general  practice. 
The  utility  has  a  right  to  prosecute  a  consumer  who  steals  its 
electric  energy  just  as  much  as  anyone  else  has  the  right  to 
prosecute  any  other  kind  of  thief,  and  all  good  citizens  will 
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uphold  a  utility  in  whatever  reasonable  action  it  takes  in  the 
premises. 

A  consumer  should,  in  my  opinion,  have  the  privilege  of 
using  the  full  amount  of  power  for  which  he  is  paying,  irre- 
spective of  the  aggregate  amount  of  his  connected  load,  when  the 
maximum  demand  is  controlled  by  the  instrumentality  of  a 
double  throw  switch  or  other  approved  demand  limiting  device, 
and  the  rates  herein  established  for  agricultural  power  service 
contemplate  the  use  by  the  consimier  of  power  for  the  purpose 
hereinbefore  specified  at  times  when  the  power  is  not  required 
for  pumping  water  for  irrigation.  -The  Commission  will  enter- 
tain such  suggestions  as  to  rules  or  regulations  as  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  may  offer  to  protect  itself  from  abuse  of  this  privi- 
lege. 
6.  Rights  of  Way. 

[8]  The  various  forms  of  agricultural  power  contracts  used 
by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  all  contain  clauses  with  refer- 
ence to  the  grant  of  ri^ts  of  way  through  the  premises  of  the 
consumer,  reading  as  follows:  '^Said  purchaser  hereby  grants 
to  said  company  the  right  of  way  through  the  premises  of  said 
purchaser,  without  expense,  for  the  epection  and  maintenance 
of  poles  and  wire  lines,  through,  over,  and  across  said  premises, 
but  along  the  most  direct  route  that  the  purchaser  may  select, 
together  with  the  right  of  ingress  and  egress,  and  with  the 
privilege  of  a  continuance  thereof  at  the  option  of  said  company 
after  the  expiration  of  this  agreement,  and  the  privilege  of 
removing  the  same  therefrom  on  the  termination  of  this  agree- 
ment. It  is  expressly  agreed  that  the  company  shall  use  all 
reasonable  diligence  and  care  to  avoid  damage  to  the  property 
of  said  purchaser  resulting  from  the  maintenance  of  these  lines 
to  the  point  of  delivery  of  such  electricity,  but  shall  not  be  in 
any  manner  responsible  beyond  such  point  of  delivery." 

Considerable  complaint  was  made  against  this  provision,  par- 
ticularly in  so  far  as  the  consumer  is  compelled  to  grant  a  right 
of  way  through  his  premises  beyond  his  own  pumping  installa- 
tion to  other  lands.  Such  a  provision  does  not  seem  a  reasonable 
condition  precedent  to  service,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  is  contained 
in  the  contracts  of  only  two  or  three  *other  electric  utilities  in 
this  state.    Whether  the  utility  shall  have  the  right  to  oonstruct 
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its  distributing  lines  on  the  lands  of  a  easterner  beyond  the 
customer's  pumping  installation  is  a  matter  which  should  be 
left  to  tmfettered  bargaining  between  the  customer  and  the  util- 
ity. I  am  satisfied  that  in  most  cases  a  fanner  will  be  entirely 
i%asonable  if  a  neighbor  desires  service  through  an  extension 
of  the  distributing  Une  from  the  existing  installation.  In  any 
event,  a  utility  should  not  have  the  right  to  insist  on  this  pro- 
vision as  a  condition  precedent  to  service,  any  more  thaH  it  should 
have  the  right  to  insist  on  securing  any  other  advantage  which  is 
not  properly  connected  with  the  service  to  the  particular  con- 
sumer. 

The  provision  in  the  agricultural  power  contracts  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation  with  reference  to  rights  of  way  beyond  the 
consumer's  installation  shall  be  eliminated. 
6.  The  Maximum  Demand  System. 

[9,  10]  The  rates  charged  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
for  metered  lighting  service  and  for  both  metered  and  flat-rate 
power  service  are  all  based,  both  as  to  the  unit  price  at  which  the 
energy  or  service  is  supplied  and  as  to  the  minimum  charge, 
on  the  measured  annual  maximum  demand,  except  in  the  case 
of  certain  metered  power  service  supplied  in  connection  with 
the  development  of  oil  wells,  so-called  metered  ''colonization'' 
agricultural  power  service,  and  certain  flat-rate  lighting  and 
metered  cooking  and  heating  service.  In  the  excepted  cases  the 
basis  used  is  the  rated  capacity  of  the  installations  connected  to 
the  company's  lines. 

A  considerable  number  of  the  complaints  herein  were  based 
on  the  uncertainty  and  the  alleged  unfairness  to  the  consumers 
of  the  maximum  demand  system  as  applied  by  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation.  The  agricultural  power  consumers  drew  attention 
to  the  varying  maximum  demands  of  the  same  pumping  installa- 
tion, depending  on  the  season  of  the  year  when  the  demands  are 
taken,  and  the  commercial  lighting  consumers  complained  of 
largely  varying  bills  paid  under  this  system  by  consumers  who 
used  practically  identical  amounts  of  energy. 

The  method  of  ascertaining  the  consumer's  maximum  demand 
is  set  forth  in  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  filed  rate  schedules 
for  metered  lifting  and  metered  power  service  as  follows :  "The 
maximum  demand  is  ascertained  and  determined  by  taking  watt- 
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meter  readings  from  time  to  time  as  the  company  may  elect 
and  for  periods  of  five  minutes'  duration,  and  the  highest  amount 
ascertained  at  any  of  such  times  shall  be  the  maximum  demand. 
No  attempt,  however,  is  made  to  take  readings  to  determine  the 
maximum  demand  on  strictly  residence  consumers,  all  the  cur- 
rent being  charged  at  the  maximum  rate.  .  •  •  Such  highest 
amount  so  ascertained  and  determined  shall  continue  xmtil  the 
customer  4ias  made  a  material  change  in  his  installation  and  has 
demanded  that  a  new  maximum  demand  reading  be  taken." 

The  measurement  of  the  maximum  demand  of  flat-rate  power 
installations  other  than  that  of  agricultural  consumers  is  de- 
scribed by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  as  follows:  ^'The  cur* 
rent  supplied  is  measured  ^  with  either  an  integrating  watt-hour 
meter,. a  printometer  watt-hour  meter,  a  graphic  recording  watt- 
hour  meter,  or  a  maximeter,  as  the  company  may  elect^  depend- 
ing upon  the  character  of  the  load." 

The  method  of  measuring  the  maximum  demand  of  flat-rate 
agricultural  power  service  is  set  forth  in  the  San  Joaquin  cor* 
poration's  filed  schedules  as  follows:  "The  electrical  energy 
supplied  is  measured  with  an  integrating  watt-hour  meter.  The 
amount  of  electrical  energy  to  be  paid  for  each  calendar  month 
shall  be  ascertained  and  determined  by  measurements  taken  for 
a  period  of  five  minutes'  duration,  at  such  time  or  times  during 
each  year  of  the  contract  as  the  company  may  elect.  The  first 
measurements  shall  be  taken  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  the 
company  shall  commence  to  supply  electrical  energy,  and  such 
measurements  shall  determine  the  amount  of  electrical  energy 
to  be  paid  f  or  .  .  .  unless  •  •  .  the  use  of  a  greater  amount 
shall  be  ascertained  and  determined.    .    .    •" 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  first  measured  maximum  demand  in 
any  year  is  used  as  the  basis  for  all  subsequent  charges  unless  a 
higher  demand  is  later  ascertained,  in  which  event  the  higher 
demand  governs.  It  is  also  important  to  note  that  the  demand 
is  measured  at  such  intervals  as  may  be  convenient  or  desirable  to 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  and  that  the  period  for  which  the 
4€oxiand  is  taken  is  in  each  instance  five  minutes. 

Inasmuch  as  the  method  employed  by  the  San  Joaquin  oorpora- 
tion,  in  oonjouection  with  the  determination  of  maximum  demands 
for  rate  purposes^  has  been  made  the  subject  of  severe  criticism 
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on  the  part  of  a  large  number  of  its  patrons^  and  because  of 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  I  desire  to  call  attention  briefly 
to  the  theory  of  the  demand  system  of  charging  for  electric 
service,  and  to  point  out  die  inequitable  results  of  the  system 
as  applied  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation.  We  may  assume, 
at  least  for  convenience  in  considering  the  general  problem, 
that  the  cost  of  furnishing  electric  service  to  any  consumer  or 
<;lass  of  consumers  consists,  first,  of  the  service  or  consumer  cost 
which  may  be  independent  of  any  demand  upon  either  the  out- 
put or  the  peak  load  capacity  of  the  utility's  service  facilities ; 
second,  the  demand  or  readinese-to-serve  cost  which  is  inde- 
pendent of  the  extent  to  which  the  service  is  utilized ;  and,  third, 
the  energy  cost  which  in  turn  is  independent  of  the  demand 
-created  by  the  operation  of  the  consumer's  utilization  equip- 
ment. Of  the  three  principal  elements  of  cost  referred  to,  the 
demand  cost^  under  conditions  prevailing  in  the  San  Joaquin 
Talley,  is  by  far  the  most  important,  and  hence  under  any  system 
of  charges,  such  as  that  established  by  the  San  Joaquin  corpora- 
tion, the  method  used  in  determining  the  consumer's  maximum 
demand  is  a  matter  of  paramount  importance. 

The  present  method  used  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  to 
ascertain  the  individual  maximum  demands  of  its  consumer's 
lighting  and  power  equipment  is  not  only  a  relic  of  former  years, 
which  has  long  since  been  discarded  by  pnactically  every  other 
large  operating  company,  but  is  also  unreasonably  expensive 
to  maintain.  There  may  have  been,  and  probably  was,  ample 
justification  for  the  adoption  of  this  method  of  demand  deter- 
minatioQ  when  the  number  of  consumers  was  small  and  their 
operating  characteristics  were  practically  unknown.  However, 
at  the  present  time  and  under  existing  conditions,  any  necessity 
which  may  have  existed  heretofore  for  the  adoption  of  such  a 
temporary  expediment  has  entirely  disappeared. 

The  operating  characteristics  of  ordinary  agricultural  and 
ether  power  installations  are  well  known  and  can  be  provided 
for,  readily  and  equitably,  by  rates  based  on  the  connected  load 
This  system  will  be  provided  in  the  rrftes  herein  established.  If 
individual  cases  of  hardship  arise  under  this  altered  method, 
ihey  may  be  drawn  to  the  Commission's  attention* 

Besidenee  and  other  small  lighting  installations  can  be  made 
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to  yield  the  proper  amount  of  re^^enue  through  the  establishment 
of  simple  block  schedules  as  herein  provided. 

Larger  power  and  lighting  oonsumers,  whose  operating  condi- 
tions are  or  may  be  subject  to  greater  variation,  both  as  to 
maximum  demand  and  the  amount  of  energy  consumed,  will 
yield  sufficient  revenue,  to  justify  the  installation  of  one  of  the 
several  types  of  demand  indicating  and  intergrating  wattrhour 
meters  which  are  now  on  the  market 

In  general,  while  recognizing  the  fact  that  there  are  excep- 
tions which  will  require  special  consideration,  I  am  convinced 
that  no  system  of  electric  rates  based  wholly  or  largely  upon  the 
consumer's  maximum  demand,  as  distinguished  from  his  con- 
nected load,  can  be  equitably  applied  except  in  cases  where  the 
maximum  demand  over  a  period  of  not  less  than  fifteen  minutes 
is  regularly  and  constantly  measured  by  some  fixed  instrument 
located  at  the  point  of  delivery  of  the  service^  When  the  maxi- 
mum demand  is  so  measured,  the  charge  should  be  for  the  period 
for  which  the  bill  is  normally  rendered,  in  the  same  manner  in 
which  the  actual  consumption  is  charged  and  collected  for.  A 
single  maximum  demand  reading  idiould  not  govern  an  entire 
year's  bills. 

'  If  abuse  with  reference  to  the  manufacturer's  rating  of  the 
motor  should  develop,  means  for  testing  such  motors  and  stop- 
ping such  abuse  will  be  provided. 

The  rates  herein  established  contemplate  the  method  of  chai^ 
ing  hereinabove  described.  The  San  Joaquin  corporation  can 
accordingly  discontinue  its  present  practice  of  installing  meters, 
on  strictly  flat-rate  installations  and  thus  effect  a  very  material 
saving. 
7.  Transformers. 

[11,  12]  The  San  Joaquin  corporation  requires  its  consumers 
to  supply  transformers  in  the  following  classes  of  cases: 

(1)  Under  all  irrigating  pumping  contracts. 

(2)  In  all  cases  where  isolated  lighting  consumers  are  to  be 

served,  unless  it  is  apparent  that  more  business  can  be 

taken  on  in  the  hear  future. 
(8)  For  all  motors  and  lights  used  at  the  oil  wells,  or  by  the 

oil  pumping  consumers  on  the  regular  pumping  rates. 
A  large  number  of  complaints  were  made  in  these  proceed- 
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ings  against  the  practice  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  of  com* 
polling  certain  classes  of  its  consumers  to  supply  ihe  trans* 
formers.  Why  consumers  of  agricultural  power  or  oil-well 
power,  or  certain  lifting  consumers^  should  be  required  to 
supply  their  own  transformers,  while  consumers  of  mining  power 
or  industrial  power  or  commercial  lighting,  and  most  residence 
lighting  consumers,  secure  their  transformers  at  the  expense  of 
the  utility,  is  not  clear.  That  discrimination  results  from  this 
difference  in  treatment  cannot  reasonably  be  denied. 

A  transformer  is  an  intrumentality  necessary  to  the  service 
rendered  by  the  utility,  just  as  much  as  its  hydrodectric  plants, 
its  steam  plants,  its  transmission  lines,  and  its  distributing  sys* 
tem.  As  a  general  rule,  no  good  reason  appears  why  the  utility 
should  compel  the  consumer  to  supply  the  transformer,  while 
the  utility  supplies  the  production  and  transmission  system  and 
the  distribution  lines.  With  the  exception  of  a  few  of  the  smaller 
electric  utilities  in  this  state,  practically  all  the  electric  utilities 
supply  the  transformers,  except  in  isolated  cases  in  which  the 
utility  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  revenue  to  be  derived  from  the 
customer  does  not  justify  tiie  utility  in  supplying  the  trans- 
former. Even  in  such  cases,  however,  the  prefer  course  would 
seem  to  be  to  ask  the  consumer  to  pay  such  rate  or  make  such 
guaranty  as  wiU  protect  thd  utility,  without  compelling  the  con- 
sumer to  pay  for  one  of  the  instrumentalities  needed  by  the  utility 
to  render  its  service. 

Henceforth,  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  will  be  expected  to 
supply  and  maintain,  at  its  own  expense,  all  transformers  neces- 
sary in  its  business.  If,  in  special  cases,  the  investment  neces- 
sary to  serve  an  intending  consumer  seems  unduly  high, 
application  for  relief  may  be  made  to  this  Commission,  where- 
upon the  Commission  will  then  make  an  equitable  adjustment 
of  the  matter. 

The  rates  herein  prescribed  are  established  on  the  assumption 
that  the  8an  Joaquin  corporation  will  take  over,  under  equitable 
conditions,  all  transformers  now  on  its  system  and  heretofore 
paid  for  by  its  consumers.  If  the  utility  does  not  desire  to  pur- 
sue this  course,  it  will  be  necessary  to  reduce  accordingly  the 
rates  herein  established. 

It  is  suggested  that  payment  for  the  existing  transformers  may, 
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be  made  under  uniform  rules  and  regulations  by  crediting  the 
consumers  with  a  fixed  percentage  of  the  fair  value  of  the  trans* 
formers  on  the  consumers'  bills,  month  by  month,  until  the 
transformers  are  fully  paid  for, 

VTI.  Service, 

1.  Quality  of. 

A  large  number  of  patrons  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
testified  that  the  corporation's  service,  particularly  prior  to  1914, 
had  not  been  satisfactory.  The  principal  source  of  complaint  was 
the  frequent  interruptions  of  agricultural  power  service.  These 
interruptions  caused  considerable  annoyance,  losses  due  to  the 
stoppage  of  motors,  and  material  additional  expense  due  to  the 
more  careful  and  constant  attention  necessary.  While  it  must 
be  recognized  that  only  a  small  percentage  of  the  total  number 
of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  consumers  testified  in  these 
proceedings^  it  is  also  obvious  that  each  interruption  of  the 
nature  referred  to  must  have  aflfected  the  service  supplied  to  a 
considerable  number  of  the  corporation's  patrons. 

Although  any  interruption  of  service  supplied  under  the  con- 
ditions prevailing  in  the  rural  territory  served  by  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation  is  most  annoying,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
undoubtedly  deprives  a  consumer,  receiving  service  under  flat 
rates,  of  the  benefits  of  the  continuous  service  for  which  he  is 
paying,  the  frequency  of  these  interruptions  has  undoubtedly 
decreased  during  the  past  year,  and  I  feel  that  at  this  time  there 
is  little  cause  for  complaint  in  this  regard. 

The  only  other  serious  complaint  against  the  service  supplied 
ence  between  the  voltage  maintained  upon  the  corporation's  sup- 
by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  was  directed  against  the  differ- 
ply  circuits  in  East  Bakersfield  and  in  Bakersfield.  This  condi- 
tion should  be  rectified  at  once.  The  rates  herein  established 
contemplate  that  a  uniform  standard  voltage,  phase  and  fre- 
quency will  be  maintained  for  each  class  of  service  in  each  com- 
munity,  lai^r  unit  or  over  the  entire  systenL 

2.  Meter  boxes. 

Consid^able  complaint  was  made,  particularly  from  Bakers- 
field and  Fresno,  with  reference  to  a  rule  or  r^ulation  adopted 
by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  in  the  early  part  of  lOli,  appH- 
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cable  whenever  an  electric  lighting  service  is  discontinued,  and 
compelling  the  owner  of  the  premises,  before  service  will  be 
resumed,  to  remove  the  meter  box  at  his  own  expense  from 
screened  porches  and  other  more  or  less  inaccessible  places,  to 
some  place  accessible  to  tlie  utility's  meter  readers. 

The  testimony  shows  that  the  average  cost  of  such  removal  is 
between  $6  and  $8.  The  testimony  further  shows  that  up  to  the 
early  part  of  1914  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  installed  its 
meters  in  the  original  locations  without  any  protest  whatsoever 
on  its  part  In  view  of  this  fact,  it  seems  only  reasonable  that 
if  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  desires  to  have  the  meters  in- 
stalled prior  to  1914  relocated,  it  should  pay  the  expense  of  such 
relocation.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  entirely  reasonable  to  require 
that  meters  installed  in  the  future  shall  be  installed  in  a  location 
accessible  to  the  corporation's  meter  readers*  The  consumer, 
however,  should  not  be  compelled  to  install  the  meter  box  on  the 
outside  of  his  building  in  such  a  maimer  as  to  mar  the  building, 
if  any  other  accessible  location  is  available. 

The  rates  herein  established  have  been  determined  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  will  repay  the  moneys 
heretofore  reasonably  expended  by  the  corporation's  consumers 
in  relocating  meters  under  the  rule  or  regulation  adopted  in 
1914.  In  case  of  such  relocations  hereafter,  the  expense  shall 
be  borne  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation. 

VIII.  Extensions. 

Considerable  complaint  was  made  to  this  Commission  with 
reference  to  a  requirement  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  com- 
pelling its  intending  consumers  to  advance  the  funds  necessary 
to  constitict  extensions.  Beginning  in  April,  1913,  and  continu- 
ing to  a  time  subsequent  to  the  first  hearings  in  these  proceedings, 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation  consistently  told  intending  con- 
sumers whose  service  would  require  an  extension,  that  the  corpo- 
ration was  without  funds,  and  that  the  extension  would  not  be 
made  unless  the  intending  consumer  advanced  the  cost  thereof. 
Six  per  cent  interest  was  paid  on  the  moneys  thus  advanced. 
The  oiRcials  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  testified  in  these 
proceedings  that  this  policy  was  from  the  beginning  regarded  by 
the  corporation  merely  as  a  temporary  expedient  to  tide  over  a 
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period  of  financial  stringency.  This  stringency  was  caused 
principally  by  the  necessity  of  doing  certain  expensive  construc- 
tion work  within  a  designated  time  on  the  Crane  Valley  project 
Funds  which  otherwise  would  have  been  used  to  construct  ex- 
tensions to  secure  increased  business  were  devoted  to  the  Crane 
Valley  project 

Prior  to  the  submission  of  these  proceedings,  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  again  reverted  to  its  original  policy  of  making  all 
reasonable  extensions  at  its  own  expense,  and  the  officials  of  the 
corporation  testified  that  they  hoped  that  they  would  now  be  able 
to  adhere  uninterruptedly  to  this  policy. 

The  general  rules  applicable  to  extensions  by  electric  utilities 
outside  of  municipalities  were  established  by  this  Commission 
in  its  decision  No.  2689,  in  case  No.  683,  Be  Water,  G.  E.  & 
T.  Utilities,  7  Cal.  K.  0.  R.  830,  P.U.R1915E,  765.  Keferring 
to  this  question,  the  Commission  said: 

''It  is  not  feasible  at  this  time  to  establish  a  general  rule 
defining  free  limits  for  extensions  outside  of  municipalities. 
The  Commission  naturally  desires  the  utility  to  be  as  liberal  as 
possible  in  the  construction  of  extensions,  but  regard  must  also 
be  had  to  the  utility's  financial  condition  and  the  rights  of  exist- 
ing consumers.  If  the  parties  cannot  agree,  they  may  submit 
the  matter  informally  to  the  Commission  or  formally  as  provided 
by  §  36  of  the  Public  Utilities  act 

"The  Commission  has  frequently  drawn  attention  to  the  fact 
that  it  is  unreasonable  for  utilities  to  urge  that  each  extension 
constructed  at  their  cost  must  be  profitable  in  itself.  Such  a 
policy  would  lead  to  grave  results  in  thwarting  the  development 
of  this  state,  and  cannot  be  permitted  by  this  Commission. 

"The  Commission's  attention  has  recently  been  drawn  to  a 
number  of  cases  in  which  utilities  which  have  a  monopcdy  in 
certain  territory  have  refused  to  make  extensions  in  cases  in 
which  they  would  have  made  them  had  there  been  competition 
and  under  circumstances  under  which  they  actually  do  make 
extensions  in  other  territory  in  which  competition  exists.  If 
this  attitude  persists,  it  will  become  the  matter  of  very  serious 
consideration  from  the  Commission.  If  a  utility  adopts  such  a 
policy  in  any  part  of  the  territory  served  by  it,  it  must  expect 
this  fact  to  be  taken  into  consideration  if  another  utility  of  like 
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kind  asks  authority  to  enter  the  territory  under  consideration  or 
any  other  portion  of  the  territory  served  by  the  existing  utility." 

The  Commission  thereupon  adopted  its  rule  16,  in  case  No. 
683,  which  rule  will  apply  to  Ae  San  Joaquin  corporation.  This 
rule  reads  as  follows:  "Eule  16.  A  water,  gas,  electric,  or  tele- 
phone utility  shall  make  such  reasonable  extensions  in  unincor- 
porated territory  at  its  own  expense,  as  it  can  agree  upon  with 
the  applicant  for  service;  provided  that  in  any  case  in  which  the 
construction  of  an  extension  at  the  utilit/s  sole  expense  will  in 
its  opinion  work,  an  undue  hardship  upon  the  utility  or  its  exist- 
ing consumers,  the  matter  may  be  submitted  to  the  Commission 
as  provided  by  §  36  of  the  Public  Utilities  act,  unless  satis- 
factorily adjusted  by  an  informal  application  to  the  Commis- 
sion." 

The  question  of  extensions  within  incorporated  territory  is 
fully  covered  by  rule  15  in  said  decision,  reading  as  follows: 
*TRule  16.  A  water,  gas,  electric,  or  telephone  utility  which 
operates  under  a  general  franchise  authorizing  the  occupancy  of 
all  the  streets  of  a  municipality  shall  make,  at  its  own  expense, 
such  street  extensions  as  may  be  necessary  to  serve  applicants; 
provided  that  in  any  case  in  which  the  construction  of  an  exten- 
sion at  the  utility's  sole  cost  will  in  its  opinion  work  an  undue 
hardship  upon  the  utility  or  its  existing  consumers,  the  matter 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  as  provided  by  §  36  of  the 
Public  Utilitite  act,  unless  satisfactorily  adjusted  by  an  informal 
application  to  the  Commission." 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  has  now 
reverted  to  its  original  policy  of  making  all  reasonable  extensions 
at  its  own  expei^se,  it  is  not  necessary  to  pursue  this  subject 
further  at  this  time. 

IX.  RcUes. 

1.  Existing  Bates. 

The  existing  rates  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  for  each 
class  of  service  will  be  stated  and  considered,  in  so  far  as  neces- 
sary, under  the  discussions  of  the  various  classes  of  service  which 
will  hereinafter  be  found.  Although  all  the  electric  rates  of  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  are  at  issue  herein,  complaint  was  made 
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particularly  of  the  agricultural   power  rates,   the  commercial 
lighting  rates,  and  the  residence  lighting  rates. 
2.  Valvs  of  Property. 

(a)  Investment. — This  Commission's  auditing  department 
and  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  both  made  extensive  and 
detailed  audits  of  the  books  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  and 
its  predecessor  corporations,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
amount  of  money  which  has  actually  been  invested  in  the  electric 
business  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation. 

Mr.  T.  G.  Hughes,  one  of  this  Commission's  assistant  auditors, 
reported  that  the  total  sum  invested  by  the  San  Joaquin  corpora* 
tion  and  its  predecessors  in  the  corporation's  electric  business  as 
of  December  31,  1914,  was  the  sum  of  $9,096,270.75.  The 
following  table  shows  the  total  investment  in  the  electric  business 
at  the  end  of  each  year  from  1895  to  1914,  inclusive,  as  reported 
by  Mr.  Hughes : 

TABLE  No.  IV. 


Investm 

mt  in  Electric  Property  of  8an  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Corporation 
and  It9  Predeceasora  on  December  SI,  of  Each  Year, 

Year 

Investment  on 
December  31 

1895    

$72,199.65 
407  196.36 

1896    

1897    

460,941.44 

485,663.58 

568,510.49 

715,026^2 

876,059.59 

937,832.04 

1,023,702.28 

1,177,579.86 

1,480,986.45 

2,013,685.46 

2,163,221.25 

2,264,435.14 

2,466,838.72 

2,865,533.69 

5,911,721.15 

7,031,119.76 

8,233,891.04 

9,096,270.75 

1898    

1899    

1900    - 

1901    .. 

' 

1902    

1903    

1904    

1905    

1906    

1907    

1908    

1909    

1910    

1911    

1912    

1913    

1914    

The  following  table  shows  the  investment  as  of  June  1,  1915, 
secured  by  adding  to  the  investment  as  of  December  31,  1914, 
the  additions  and  betterments  between  December  31,  1914,  and 
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June  1,  1915,  with  overhead  applicable  thereto,  together  with 
working  capital  and  stores  and  supplies : 

TABLE  No.  V. 

Ini>e8tmemt  of  San  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Corporation  in  Slootrio  Property  as 
of  June  1, 1915,  Baeed  on  Investment  on  December  31, 1914,  as  Reported 
by  Mr.  Hughee. 

Investment  on  December  31, 1914,  as  reported  by  Mr.  Hughes. .  $9,096,270.76 

Additions  and  betterments  to  June  1,  1915 347,302.16 

Overhead  added  to  additions  and  betterments 6,180.44 

Working  capital 121,000.00 

Stores  and  supplies 282,338.50 

Total  investment  on  June  1,  1916 $9,852,091.84 

It  appears  from  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  exhibit  No.  3-L 
that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  additions  and  betterments  be- 
tween December  31,  1914,  and  June  1,  1915,  are  as  yet  non- 
operative. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  reports  in  its  exhibit. No.  8-L  a 
total  investment  for  its  electric  properties  as  of  December  81, 
1914,  amounting  to  $9,055,170.08.  This  investment  is  $41,- 
100.72  less  than  the  investment  reported  as  of  December  31, 
1914,  by  Mr.  Hughes.  Mr.  Hughes  testified  that  the  difference 
is  principally  due  to  the  fact  that  he  included  the  investment 
in  the  Kern  Oanyon  flume  of  the  Power  Development  Company, 
while  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  wrote  off  this  investment  for 
the  reason  that  it  is  no  longer  useful  and  has  been  abandoned. 

The  following  table  shows  the  investment  of  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  in  its  electric  properties  as  of  June  1,  1915,  as 
reported  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  in  its  exhibit  No.  3-L: 

TABLE  No.  VI. 

Investment  of  San  Joaquin  Light  d  Poicer  Corporation  in  Electric  Property 
as  of  June  1,  1915,  <w  Reported  6y  Corporation. 

Total  operative  capital  investment  to  December  31,  1914 $9,056,170.03 

Total  jobs  closed  January  1  to  June  1,  1915 • 34,187.69 

Total  open  jobs  and  estimates— operative  property 97,832.23 

Total  operative  property  $9,187,189.86 

Total  open  jobs  estimates — nonoperative  property  $207,025.00 

Total  developments — nonoperative  property 19,631.98 

Purchase  of  Fresno  Gas  &  Electric  Company  ....       16,797.23 

Total  nonoperative  property 243,454.21 

Total  capital  investment,  operative  and  nonoperative, 

June  1,  1915 $9,430,644.06 

"By  adding  to  the  forgoing  total  the  sums  allowed  by  this 
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Commission's  gas  and  electric  department  for  working  capital 
and  stores  and  supplies,  a  total  of  $9,833,982.56  is  secured,  as 
representing  the  investment  in  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's 
electric  properties,  operative  and  nonoperative  in  June  1,  1915. 

(b)  Estimated  Reproduction  Cost  New. — ^The  San  Joaquin 
corporation  presented  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproducing  new 
the  corporation's  tangible  electric  properties  as  of  June  1,  1915. 
This  estimate  was  prepared  on  the  historical  method.  To  the 
estimate  of  J.  G.  White  &  Company  as  of  May  31,  1912,  totaling 
$7,122,807,  there  were  added  the  actual  expenditures  for  addi- 
tions and  betterments  from  May  31,  1912,  to  June  1,  1915, 
amounting  to  $2,865,914.01,  making  a  total  as  of  June  1,  1915, 
of  $9,988,721.01. 

This  Commission's  gas  and  electrical  department  likewise  pre- 
sented an  estimate  of  the  cost  to  reproduce  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation's  tangible  electric  properties  as  of  June  1,  1915. 
This  estimate,  which  did  not  include  the  corporation's  lands, 
amounted  to  $9,484,096.09.  By  adding  to  this  sum  $256,287, 
being  the  estimate  of  Mr.  W.  M.  Wells,  this  Commission's  real 
estate  expert,  of  the  present  value  of  the  corporation's  lands  and 
other  real  property  as  of  June  1,  1915,  as  shown  by  Railroad 
Commission's  exhibit  No.  3,  and  the  sum  of  $121,000,  for  work- 
ing capital,  a  total  of  $9,861,383.09  is  secured.  The  two  chief 
differences  in  the  estimates,  as  presented  by  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  and  by  Mr.  R.  M.  Vaughan  of  this  Commission's 
gas  and  electrical  department,  are  found  in  different  allowances 
for  overhead  percentages  and  for  stores  and  supplies.  The  corpo- 
ration used  an  allowance  of  16.8  per  cent  for  overhead,  while 
Mr.  Vaughan  used  15.394  per  cent.  The  corporation  also  claims 
an  allowance  of  $100,000  for  stores  and  supplies  in  excess  of 
the  sum  used  by  Mr.  Vaughan. 

Mr.  Arthur  F.  Bridge,  of  this  Commission's  gas  and  electrical 
department,  testified  that  in  his  opinion  the  allowance  used  by 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation  and  by  Mr.  Vaughan  for  overhead 
percentages  to  cover  the  item  of  administration  and  superin- 
tendence, being  5.266  per  cent,  is  too  high.  Testifying  from  the 
experience  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  itself  and  of  similar 
utilities  in  other  sections  of  the  state,  he  stated  that  an  allowance 
of  2.5  per  cent  is  sufficient  for  this  item.    He  accordingly  pre- 
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pared  an  historical  reproduction  estimate  based  on  an  allowance 
of  2.5  per  cent  for  the  item  of  administration  and  superintend* 
ence.  Mr.  Bridge's  total,  comparable  with  the  corporation's 
total  of  $9,988,721.01,  and  Mr.  Vaughan's  total  of  $9,861,- 
383.09,  is  the  sum  of  $9,601,119.94. 

The  estimates  of  reproduction  cost  new  thus  far  referred  to 
herein  are  all  estimates  applicable  solely  to  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation's  tangible  electric  properties.  The  corporation's 
claims  for  additions  under  the  head  of  intangible  values  will  be 
discussed  hereinafter. 

(c)  Estimated  Cost  of  Reproduction  New  Less  Deprecior 
tioru — The  San  Joaquin  corporation  presented  no  estimate  of 
the  cost  to  reproduce  new  less  depreciation. 

Mr.  Vaughan  reported  that  the  estimated  depreciated  repro- 
duction value  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  tangible  electric 
properties  as  of  June  1,  1915,  is  the  sum  of  $7,608,993.36. 

Mr.  Bridge  reported  that  on  the  basis  of  the  lives  of  the  prop- 
erty testified  to  by  Mr.  J.  M.  Buswell,  of  the  San  Joaquin  corpo- 
ration, which  lives  assumed  the  effects  of  obsolescence  and  in- 
adequacy,  the  depreciated  reproduction  cost  of  the  property  plus 
the  appreciation  in  land  values  reported  by  Mr.  Wells  is  $8,- 
099,212,  and  that  based  on  the  lives  of  the  property  used  by 
J.  G.  White  &  Company,  the  estimated  depreciated  reproduc- 
tion cost  is  $8,174,303.  These  estimates  are  based  on  the  straight 
line  method  of  depreciation  frequently  used  by  engineers. 

The  testimony  shows  that,  with  the  exceptions  hereinbefore 
indicated,  the  electric  properties  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
are  being  efficiently  maintained  and  operated. 

(d)  Franchises. — ^Mr.  Wells,  in  Eailroad  Commission's  ex- 
hibit No.  8,  reported  that  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  and  its 
predecessors  paid  for  the  corporation's  franchises  the  total  sum 
of  $4,761.60.     The  following  table  shows  the  totals  of  the 

amounts  expended : 
p.u.B.i9iec. 
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TABLE  No.  VII. 

Payfneii>i9  by  San  Joaquin  lAght  ^  Power  Corporation  and  lU  Predecessors 
for  Their  Franchises  with  Incidental  Expenses. 


Kern  county — San  Joaquin  Light  k  Power 

Corporation    

Kings  county — ^Paid  to  H.  G.  Lacey 

Madera  county 

Merced  county  

Tulare  county 


Payments 
to  coaaties 


Incidental 
Expenses 


Total 
cost 


$2,000.00 

1,500.00 

100.00 

150.00 

200.00 


$68.20 


62.25 

133.75 

60.50 


$2,068.20 

1,500.00 

162.25 

283.75 

260.50 


Totals    

Fresno  county — ^Franchise  purchased  with 
other  property,  cost  estimated  (hy 
Kenny)     

Kern  county — ^Franchise  purchased  with 
other  property,  West  Side  Electric  Com- 
pany, cost  estimated  by  Kenny 


$3,950.00 
300.00 
150.00 


•$324.70 


•24.60 


•12.30 


$4,274.70 


324.60 


162aKI 


Totols $4,400.00     *$361.60 


$4,761.60 


^Incidental  expenses  equals  8.2  per  cent  of  payments  to  counties. 

Exhibit  IN'o.  16  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  shows  costs 
identical  with  those  reported  by  Mr.  Wells. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  does  not  in  these  proceeding 
claim  any  allowance  for  franchises  in  excess  of  the  cost  and  inci- 
dental expenses  thereof,  as  reported  by  the  corporation  and  Mr. 
Wells. 

[13]  (e)  Oamg  Concern  Value. — ^In  its  exhibit  No,  19,  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  claims  a  minimum  of  $1,651,021  as 
representing  the  corporation's  going  concern  value.  This  conclu- 
sion is  reached  on  the  assumption  that  the  corporation  has  a 
going  concern  value  at  least  equivalent  to  the  cost  of  developing 
its  business.  In  preparing  this  exhibit,  the  San  Joaquin  corpora- 
tion based  its  conclusions  on  the  history  of  eight  of  the  corpora- 
tion's districts  for  the  sale  of  electric  energy.  In  each  of  these 
districts  the  corporation  allowed  an  8  per  cent  return  on  the 
investment,  together  with  the  operating  expenses  actually  shown 
on  the  corporation's  books  and  an  item  for  depreciation  based 
upon  the  4  per  cent  sinking-fund  method.  Each  year  the  accumu- 
lated deficits  of  preceding  years  were  added  to  the  investment 
until  all  the  deficits  were  wiped  out  No  allowance  was  made 
for  the  surplus  of  later  years  to  counterbalance  the  deficits  of 
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earlier  years.  The  accumulated  deficits  of  each  of  the  eight  dis- 
tricts up  to  the  time  the  district  showed  a  surplus  were  added 
together  and  were  assimied  to  represent  the  cost  of  developing 
the  business  in  these  districts  as  of  that  time.  The  development 
cost  thus  ascertained  for  the  number  of  consumers^  the  connected 
load,  and  the  investment  as  of  that  time  was  then  applied  to  the 
corporation's  present  number  of  consumers,  present  connected 
load  and  present  investment,  to  ascertain  what  it  cost  the  corpo- 
ration, on  these  bases,  to  develop  its  present  business.  The  figure 
thus  secured,  being  $1,661,021,  is  urged  by  the  corporation  to 
represent  its  minimum  going  concern  value. 

The  following  two  tables  show  the  development  of  the  business 
of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  and  its  predecessors,  on  the 
theory  hereinbefore  set  forth,  from  1896  to  December  31,  1914, 
as  reported  by  San  Joaquin  corporation  in  its  exhibit  Ko.  19 : 

P.UJ1.1936C. 
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It  appears  from  the  foregoing  two  tables  that  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  and  its  predecessors^  up  to  December  31,  1914, 
earned  $785,158.50  in  excess  of  operating  expenses,  an  adequate 
allowance  for  depreciation  and  an  8  per  cent  return  on  all 
moneys  invested  and  also  on  all  accumulated  deficits. 

The  following  table  shows  the  conclusions  of  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  with  reference  to  the  cost  of  developing  its  business, 
on  the  theory  hereinbefore  indicated,  with  reference  to  the  eight 

districts  which  it  used  for  the  purpose  of  its  oomputations:        ^ 
P.U.R.1916a 
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It  will  be  observed  from  the  forgoing  table  that  the  corpora- 
tion  reports  that  tiie  cost  of  developing  its  business  has  been 
$82.98  per  consumer^  $41.58  per  kilowatt  of  connected  load,  and 
48.87  per  cent  of  the  investment  in  distributing  system.  The 
corporation  applies  these  figures  to  its  business  on  December 
31, 1914,  with  the  following  results : 

19,623  consumers  at  $S2.98  $1,628,317.00 

44,194.14  K.  W.  connected  load  at  $41.58  1,837,592.00 

$3,042,080.58  investment  in  distributing  system  at  48.87  per 

cent    1,487,153.00 

Average 1,651,021.00 

In  its  exhibit  'No.  39,  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  presented 
a  somewhat  similar  statement  based  on  the  largest  deficit  in  any 
year  of  the  operations  of  the  Bakersfield  companies,  the  San  Joa- 
quin Electric  Company,  and  the  Merced  Falls  Gas  &  Electric 
Company.  The  corporation  reports  that  the  greatest  accumula- 
tive deficit  of  the  Bakersfield  companies  occurred  in  1899,  and 
amounted  to  $37,989.22 ;  that  the  greatest  accumulative  deficit 
of  the  San  Joaquin  Electric  Company  occurred  in  1901,  and 
amounted  to  $70,061.74;  and  that  the  greatest  accumulative 
deficit  of  Merced  Falls  Qas  &  Electric  Company  occurred  in 
1910,  and  amounted  to  $79,549.11.  By  adding  these  sums,  the 
corporation  reports,  on  the  greatest  accumulative  deficit  theory, 
a  development  cost  by  companies  of  $187,600.07. 

Mr.  A.  F.  Bridge,  of  this  Commission's  gas  and  electrical 
department,  analyzed  these  exhibits  and  criticized  them  on  the 
ground  that  the  rate  of  return  used  by  the  corporation,  being  8 
per  cent,  was  in  excess  of  the  cost  of  money,  which  was  shown 
to  be  6.12  per  cent;  that  the  rate  of  interest  used  in  computing 
the  depreciation  annuity,  being  4  per  cent,  was  too  small ;  that 
the  losses  in  the  individual  districts  should  be  amortized  out  of 
subsequent  surplus  earnings;  that  the  abandoned  equipment 
should  not  all  have  been  amortized  over  a  single  five-year  period ; 
that  the  amounts  charged  to  depreciation  annuity  during  the 
first  years  of  operation  should  not  have  exceeded  the  cost  of 
actual  replacements ;  and  that  the  item  of  amortization  of  bond 
discount  should  properly  be  included  in  the  rate  of  return,  and 
not  separately  considered  in  addition  to  the  return  of  8  per  cent 
per  annum. 

I  do  not  consider  it  necessary  at  this  time  to  pass  upon  any 
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of  these  objections,  other  than  the  fact  that  the  corporation  has 
made  no  allowance  for  the  surplus  of  later  years  as  amortizing 
the  deficits  of  earlier  years.  Table  Xo.  IX.  shows,  accepting  the 
corporation's  own  figures,  that  the  electric  properties  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation  and  its  predecessors  have  paid  all  operating 
expenses,  earned  adequate  depreciation  annuities,  amortized  a 
considerable  amount  of  equipment  in  the  short  period  of  five 
years,  earned  8  per  cent  per  annum  on  every  dollar  invested  and 
also  on  every  dollar  of  accumulative  deficit,  completely  wiped 
out  every  cent  of  early  deficits,  and,  in  addition  to  all  these  sums, 
have  earned  for  the  corporation  a  surplus  of  $785,158.50. 

This  situation  squarely  raises  the  question  whether,  when  the 
earnings  of  later  years  have  entirely  wiped  out  the  deficits  of 
earlier  years,  the  utility  may  claim,  in  a  rate  case,  any  allowance 
for  going*<;oncem  value  to  be  added  to  the  allowances  properly 
to  be  made  for  its  tangible  properties. 

If  consideration  is  given  primarily  to  the  actual  investment 
in  the  properly  as  the  basis  on  which  a  rate  of  return  is  calculated, 
there  is,  of  course,  no  ground  whatsoever  for  any  allowance  in 
such  a  case,  for  the  jeason  that  the  utility  has  earned  a  return 
on  every  dollar  invested  and  has  wiped  out  every  dollar  of  deficit 
On  the  other  hand,  if  consideration  is  given  primarily  to  the 
reproduction  cost  new  theory,  this  would  appear  to  be  another 
case  in  which  this  theory  produces  results  most  unfair  and  un- 
just to  the  public.  If  the  rate  payers  have  paid  to  the  utility  a 
revenue  sufficient  to  wipe  out  all  the  deficits  incurred  during 
the  early  years  of  operation,  in  addition  to  a  return  of  8  per 
cent  on  all  accumulated  deficits  as  well  as  on  the  money  actually 
invested,  what  reason  is  there  in  logic  or  in  equity  why  the  utility 
should  demand  a  return  in  excess  of  the  amount  properly  allow- 
able for  its  tangible  properties  ?  If  the  utilities  are  successful 
in  such  claims,  tiiey  will  compel  the  rate  payer  to  pay  twice  under 
the  same  head,  first  to  wipe  out  the  deficit  of  the  early  years  and 
then  to  continue  paying,  a  return  on  the  amounts  represented  by 
such  deficits  before  they  were  wiped  out  This  would  be  a  heavy 
price  to  pay  to  Tindicate  the  reproduction  cost  new  theory. 

In  the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  U. 
S.  352,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  LRA-CKS.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
729,  Ann.  Cas.  19 16 A,  18,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
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States  drew  attention  to  the  absurdity  and  injustice  of  the 
reproduction  cost  new  theory  as  applied  to  the  lands  of  railroad 
companies. 

In  Des  Moines  Gas  Co.  v.  Des  Moines,  238  XT.  S.  153,  59 
L.  ed.  1244,  P.U.R.1916D,  577,  35  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  811,  the 
same  august  tribunal  drew  attention  to  the  absurdity  and  in- 
justice of  this  theory  as  applied  to  the  question  of  pavement 
over  mains. 

In  the  same  case,  as  I  shall  now  show,  the  Supreme  Court, 
likewise  discredited  the  reproduction  cost  new  theory  as  applied 
to  going  concern  value.  Hence  this  theory,  so  ardently  cham- 
pioned by  many  utilities,  has  recently  been  thrice  discredited  by 
the  Supreme  Court. 

i  In  the  Des  Moines  Gas  Case,  the  gas  company  filed  a  bill  in 
the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district 
of  Iowa  to  enjoin  an  ordinance  of  the  city  of  Des  Moines,  estab- 
lishing a  rate  of  90  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet  to  be  charged  for 
gas  in  Des  Moines.  The  bill  was  dismissed  without  prejudice 
(199  Fed.  204).  On  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  one  of  the  two  main  questions  at  issue  was  whether  the 
master  below  had  made  a  sufficient  allowance  for  "going  concern 
value."  Mr.  Justice  Day  found  that  the  master  had  been  in- 
clined to  make  an  allowance  of  $300,000  for  "going  value,"  but 
that  on  reading  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Cedar 
Rapids  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Cedar  Rapids,  223  U.  S.  655,  56  L.  ed. 
594,  32  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  389,  he  had  eliminated  this  item.  The 
master,  however,  valued  the  plant  as  one  "in  successful  opera- 
tion," which  words  he  may  be  assumed  to  have  used  as  distin- 
guished from  the  mere  salvage  value  of  the  separate  units  of  the 
plant. 

In  sustaining  this  valuation,  Mr.  Justice  Day  said:  *T[n- 
cluded  in  going  value  as  usually  reckoned  is  the  investment  nec- 
essary to  organizing  and  establishing  the  business  which  is  not 
embraced  in  the  value  of  its  actual  physical  property.  In  this 
case,  what  may  be  called  the  inception  cost  of  tiie  enterprise 
entering  into  the  establishing  of  a  going  concern  had  long 
since  been  incurred.  The  present  company  and  its  predeces- 
sors had  long  carried  on  business  in  the  city  of  Des  Moines, 
nnder  other  ordinances,  and  at  higher  rates  than  the  ordinances 
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in  question  establiflhed.  For  anght  that  appears  in  this  record, 
these  expenses  may  have  been  already  compensated  in  rates 
charged  and  collected  under  former  ordinances.  As  we  have 
said,  every  presumption  is  in  favor  of  the  Intimate  exercise 
of  the  rate-making  power,  and  it  is  not  to  be  presumed,  without 
proof,  that  a  company  is  under  the  necessity  of  making  up  losses 
and  expenditures  incidental  to  the  experimental  stage  of  its 
business." 

I  desire  to  draw  attention  particularly  to  the  sentence  read- 
ing: 'Tor  aught  that  appears  in  this  record,  these  expenses  may 
have  been  already  compensated  in  rates  charged  and  collected 
under  former  ordinances." 

In  these  words,  the  Supreme  Court  clearly  intimates  that  if 
the  expense  of  organizing  and  establishing  the  business  has  al- 
ready been  made  good  to  the  utility  out  of  later  rates,  no  addi- 
tional ailognrance  for  'Agoing  concern  value"  may  properly  be 
made  in  a  rate  case. 

Continuing  on  the  same  subject,  Mr.  Justice  Day  said :  ''As 
pointed  out  in  the  Cedar  Rapids  Case,  if  return  is  to  be  regarded 
beyond  that  compensation  which  a  public  service  corporation  is 
entitled  to  earn  upon  the  fair  value  of  its  property,  the  right 
to  r^ulate  is  of  no  moment,  and  income  to  which  the  corpora- 
tion is  not  entitled  would  become  the  basis  of  valuation  in  deter- 
mining the  rights  of  the  public.  When,  as  here,  a  long-established 
and  successful  plant  of  this  character  is  valued  for  rate-making 
purposes,  and  the  v^lue  of  the  property  fixed  as  the  master 
certifies  upon  the  basis  of  a  plant  in  successful  operation,  and 
overhead  charges  have  been  allowed  for  the  items  and  in  the  sums 
already  stated,  it  cannot  be  said,  in  view  of  the  facts  in  this 
case,  that  the  element  of  going  value  has  not  been  given  the 
consideration  it  deserves,  and  the  appellant's  contention  in  this 
behalf  is  not  sustained." 

I  construe  this  decision  to  mean  that  if  a  plant  has  been  valued 
as  ''in  successful  operation,"  as  distinguished  from  a  valuation 
of  the  scrap  value  of  its  component  parts,  and  if  rates  have  been 
suiBcient  to  reimburse  the  utility  for  the  cost  of  organizing  and 
establishing  the  business  no  additional  allowance  need  be  made 
for  ''going  concern  value." 

In  view  of  this  conclusive  expression  by  the  tribunal  which 
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alone  can  finally  decide  questions  of  confiscation  of  property 
arising  under  the  Federal  Constitution,  I  deem  it  sufficient  mere- 
ly to  refer  to  decisions  of  other  courts  establishing  the  same 
principle  in  rate  cases : 

Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Louisville,  187  Fed.  687, 
646;  Spring  Valley  Waterworks  v.  San  Francisco,  192  Fed. 
137,  167;  Montana,  W.  &  S.  R.  Co.  v.  Morley,  198  Fed.  991; 
Contra  Costa  Water  Co.  v.  Oakland,  169  Cal.  328,  113  Pac. 
668 ;  People  ex  rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  v.  Willoox,  210 
K  Y.  479,  489,  51  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1,  104  N.  E.  911. 

Among  the  decisions  of  state  railroad  and  public  service  oom* 
missions  to  the  same  effect  are:  Municipal  League  of  Phoenix 
V.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ariz.  Corp.  Commission)  21  A.  T.  & 
T.  Co.  Com.  L.  699 ;  Application  of  Macon  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Ghu 
R.  Commission)  29  A.  T.  &  T.  Co.  Com.  L.  1072;  Union  Cily 
V.  Union  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.  Pub.  Service  Cc^^mission) 
5  Rate  Research,  69 ;  Commercial  Club  v.  Missouri  Public 
Utilities  Co.  (Mo.  Pub.  Service  Commission)  P.U.R.1915C, 
1017;  Ely  v.  Ely  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Nev.  Pub.  Service  Commis- 
sion)  24  A.  T.  &  T.  Co.  Com.  L.  578 ;  Re  Grafton  County  Elec- 
tric Light  &  P.  Co.  4  N.  H.  P.  S.  O.  R.  171 ;  Mayhew  v.  Kings 
County  Lighting  Co.  2  P.  S.  C.  R.  (Ist  Dist.  K  Y.)  659;  Re 
Queens  Borough  Gas  &  E.  Co.  2  P.  S.  C.  R.  (1st  Dist  N.  Y.) 
644 ;  Fuhrmann  v.  Cataract  Power  &  Conduit  Co.  8  P.  S.  C.  R. 
(2d  Dist.  K  Y.)  658 ;  Fuhrmann  v.  Buffalo  General  Electric  Co. 
3  P.  S.  C.  R.  (2d  Dist.  K  Y.)  739,  18  A.  T.  &  T.  Co.  Com.  L. 
1094.   * 

Decisions  by  the  New  Jersey  Commission  and  courts  and 
possibly  some  others,  apparently  taking  a  contrary  view,  are  con- 
trary to  the  overwhelming  weight  of  authority  and  must  be  dis- 
regarded. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  rate  payers  have  already  paid  iu 
San  Joaquin  corporation  and  its  predecessors  revenues  sufficient 
to  pay  all  operating  expenses,  an  adequate  depreciation  fund  and 
an  8  per  cent  return  on  the  investment  and  on  all  accumulated 
deficits,  in  addition  to  wiping  out  entirely  all  deficits,  no  allow- 
ance will  be  made  herein  for  goingwioncem  value  in  addition  to 
the  fair  value  of  the  corporation's  tangible  property.  The 
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tangible  property,  however,  is  being  valued  as  property  in  suc- 
cessful operation  by  a  going  and  successful  utility. 

It  must  not  be  understood  from  this  decision  that  where  a 
utility's  deficits  have  not  been  wiped  out,  the  amount  of  such 
deficits  must  necessarily  be  added  as  "going  value"  or  other- 
wise to  the  amount  reasonably  allowable  for  the  tangible  prop- 
erty. Otherwise,  the  most  poorly  operated  property  might  be 
the  most  valuable  in  a  rate  case.  All  such  cases  will  be  disposed 
of  on  their  respective  facts  as  they  arise. 

(f)  Water  Rights. — ^The  San  Joaquin  corporation  claims  in 
these  proceedings  the  ownership  of  the  following  water  rights: 

(1)  The  right  to  withhold  in  the  corporation's  reservoir  in 
Crane  Valley  the  waters  of  the  Iforth  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin 
river  to  the  extent  of  about  51,000  acre  feet,  and  to  divert  this 
water  from  the  reservoir,  together  with  the  natural  flow  of  said 
ISTorth  Fork  and  its  tributaries  for  the  purpose  of  generating 
power  at  three  power  houses,  the  water  being  returned  to  the 
San  Joaquin  river  after  being  so  used. 

(2)  The  right  to  divert  and  use  50  cubic  feet  of  water  from 
the  two  upper  branches  of  the  Tule  river,  this  water  being  re- 
turned to  the  Tule  river  at  the  junction  of  said  branches  with 
the  main  Tule  river  in  Tulare  counly. 

(3)  The  right  to  divert  from  the  Kern  river  water  sufficient 
to  generate  at  the  present  time  1,350  kw.  of  electric  energy,  and 
to  increase  said  diversion  sufficiently  to  generate  7,500  kw.  of 
electric  energy,  this  water  being  returned  to  the  Kern  river  after 
being  used  in  the  corporation's  power  house. 

(4)  The  right  to  divert  from  the  Merced  river  immediately 
above  Merced  Falls  a  sufficient  quantity  of  water  to  generate 
approximately  1,000  kw.  of  electric  energy,  this  water  being 
returned  to  the  Merced  river  immediately  below  the  power  house. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  now  has  installed  on  the  North 
Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  two  power  houses,  known  as  power 
house  No.  1  (San  Joaquin  power  house)  and  power  house  No. 
8,  having  an  alleged  combined  capacity  of  18,000  kilowatts  at 
unity  power  factor.  The  corporation  has  done  preliminary  work 
in  the  construction  of  an  additional  power  house,  to  be  known  as 
power  house  No.  2,  which  will  have  a  capacity  of  2,000  kilowatts. 
The  installed  capacity  on  the  Tule  river  is  approximately  6,000 
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kilowatts.  The  installed  capacity  on  the  !Kem  river  is  approxi- 
mately 1,350  kilowatts.  The  San  Joaquin  corporation  claims 
that  it  will  hereafter  increase  this  installation  to  a  7,500  kilowatt 
plant.  The  installed  capacity  at  Merced  Falls  is  about  500 
kilowatts.  The  corporation  states  that  it  will  hereafter  increase 
this  capacity  to  about  1,000  kilowatts. 

The  original  cost  of  all  of  said  water  rights,  as  shown  by  the 
books  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  and  its  predecessors,  is  re- 
ported by  Mr.  Wells  in  Railroad  Commission's  exhibit  No.  3,  to 
have  been  not  to  exceed  the  sum  of  $50,075.78«  The  total  sum 
charged  on  the  books  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  and  itB 
predecessors  for  "rights  of  way,  water  rights,  and  franchises"  is 
the  simi  of  $67,034.17.  By  subtracting  from  this  amount  the 
sum  of  $12,683.69,  being  the  cost  of  rights  of  way  as  estimated 
by  E.  B.  Walthall,  assistant  general  manager  of  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation,  and  the  sum  of  $4,274.70,  being  the  agreed  expendi- 
ture on  account  of  franchises,  there  ^remains  the  sum  of  $50,- 
075.78  hereinbefore  stated.  Mr.  Wells  reports  that  the  total 
identified  cost  of  water  rights  alone  and  of  water  rights  with 
land  is  about  $7,570.  His  report  shows  that  the  sum  of  $50,- 
075.78  includes  payments  for  water  rights,  payments  for  water 
rights  with  land,  costs  of  easements,  and  leggl  and  traveling 
expenses  in  connection  with  the  acquisition  and  protection  of 
the  corporation's  water  rights.  All  expenditures  in  connection 
with  water  rights  are  included  in  the  total  of  $9,096,270.75,' 
reported  by  Mr.  Hughes  as  being  the  total  investment  in  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation's  electric  properties  on  December  31, 
1914.      . 

[14-16]  The  San  Joaquin  corporation  has  presented  claims 
for  water-right  values  on  two  distinct  theories.  With  reference 
to  the  rights  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin  river,  the 
corporation  has  presented  claims  based  en  a  comparison  of  the 
cost  of  generating  electric  energy  by  hydroelectric  power  and  by 
steam  power.  With  reference  to  the  rights  on  the  .North  Fork 
of  the  San  Joaquin  river,  the  corporation  has  also  presented  a 
claim  based  on  the  assumed  detriment  to  lower  riparian  lands 
on  the  San  Joaquin  river  down  to  its  confluence  with  the  Merced 
river,  caused  by  the  storage  of  water  in  the  Crane  Valley  dam 
at  seasons  of  the  year  during  which  the  water  would  otherwise 
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flow  down  the  San  Joaquin  river  and  be  available  for  the  irriga- 
tion  of  riparian  lands.  Each  of  these  claims  will  be  separately 
considered. 

Comparison  with  Cost  of  Generation  by  Steam. 

Mr.  0.  E.  Grunsky  presented  at  San  Joaquin  corporation's 
exhibit  !N'o.  26,  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  generating  electric 
energy  by  means  of  the  corporation's  present  hydroelectric  pro- 
duction system  as  compared  with  the  cost  of  generating  an 
equivalent  amount  of  electric  energy  in  an  assumed  main  plant 
and  auxiliary  plant  operated  by  steam  generated  from  oiL 

Referring  to  the  hydroelectric  system,  Mr.  Grunsky  assumed 
the  installation  of  power  house  INTo.  2,  which  is  to  be  located  on 
the  North  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  with  a  capacity  of 
2,000  kilowatts.  Adding  this  capacity  to  the  present  installed 
capacity  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  hydroelectric  system, 
Mr.  Grunsky  reached  a  total  of  27,350  kilowatts  installed  ca- 
pacity, which  he  used  in  his  computations  with  reference  to  the 
corporation's  hydroelectric  system.  The  output  capacity  of  Mr. 
Grunsky's  substitutional  all-steam  plant  was  taken  to  be  31,500 
kilowatts,  of  which  26,500  kilowatts  would  be  installed  at  Bakers- 
field,  where  oil  can  be  had  at  a  low  cost,  and  $5,000  kilowatts  at 
Fresno,  as  a  stand-by. 

Mr.  Grunsky's  conclusion  is  that  with  oil  at  53.2  cents  per 
barrel  at  Bakersfield,  the  total  annual  cost  of  operation  plus 
interest  and  depreciation  for  the  substitutional  all-steam  plant 
would  be  $578,736,  while  the  total  annual  cost  of  operation  plus 
interest  and  depreciation  for  an  equivalent  amount  of  electric 
energy  generated  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  present  hydro- 
electric system,  assuming  that  proposed  power  house  No.  2  has 
been  completed  and  is  in  service,,  would  be  $637,912.  It  thus 
appears  on  Mr.  Grunsky's  own  figures  that  the  annual  expense 

•  in  connection  with  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  hydroelectric 
system  would  be  $59,176  in  excess  of  the  expense  of  the  assumed 
substitutional  all-steam  plant.  If  this  sum  is  capitalized  at  8 
per  cent,  it  will  thus  appear  that  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's 
hydroelectric  system  when  power  house  No.  2  on  the  North  Fork 
of  the  San  Joaquin  river  has  been  completed  and  is  in  operation 
will  have  a  negative  value  of  $739,700  when  oil  costs  53.2  cents 
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per  barrel  at  Eakersfield.  The  prevailing  price  of  oil  at  Bakers- 
field  has  been  approximately  50  cents  per  barrel.  Mr*  Grunsky 
estimates  that  the  annual  cost  of  operating  his  substitutional  all- 
steam  plant,  with  auxiliary,  will  increase  $5,667  for  each  1  cent 
increase  in  the  price  per  barrel  of  oil  at  Bakersfield.  He  reaches 
the  following  conclusion  with  reference  to  the  relative  cost  of 
operating  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  hydroelectric  system 
and  the  assumed  substitutional  all-steam  systems,  with  oil  at 
varying  prices  per  barrel  at  Bakersfield : 

TABLE  No.  XI. 

Relative  Co$t  of  Operating  Hydroelectric  System  and  Bubatitutional  Steam 
System  toith  Varying  Prices  of  Oil  at  Bakersfield,  as  Computed  hy  C.  E, 
Orunsky. 


Operatinff  cost  plus  Si  Interest  and  depreciation 

Price  of  oil 

Hydroelectric  plants 

,    All-Bteam  plant- 

Total 
annual 

Per  kilo- 
watt hour 

Total 
annual 

Per  kilo- 
watt hour 

Oil  at  50  cents  per  barrel 

Oil  at  63.2  cents  per  barrel  .... 

Oil  at  65  cents  per  barrel 

Oil  at  60  cents  per  barrel 

Oil  at  65  cents  per  barrel 

Oil  at  67  cents  oer  barrel 

$633,624 
637,912 
640,324 
647,024 
653,724 

$.00560 
.00562 
.00565 
.00671 
.00576 
.00578 
.00582 
.00588 

$560,602 
578,736 
588,937 
617,272 
645,607 

$.00495 
.00510 
.0061» 
.00644 
.00569 
.00579 

Oil  at  70  cents  per  barrel 

Oil  at  75  cents  per  barrel 

660,424 
667,124 

673,942 
702.277 

.00594 
.00619 

Mr.  Grunsky  concludes  that  with  each  advance  of  1  cent  per 
barrel  in  the  price  of  oil  at  Bakersfield  above  67  cents,  there 
would  be  an  advantage  in  favor  of  the  hydroelectric  plant  of 
$4,327  per  annum.  In  making  his  comparison,  Mr.  Grunsky 
confined  himself  to  production  costs,  and  did  not  consider  trans- 
mission costs,  for  the  reason  that  he  concluded  that  transmission 
costs  would  be  substantially  the  same  whether  the  power  be 
generated  by  water  in  the  moimtains  or  by  an  all-steam  plant  at 
Bakersfield,  with  an  auxiliary  at  Fresno. 

Mr.  Grunsky  concludes  that  the  negative  value  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation's  hydroelectric  system  at  prevailing  prices 
for  oil  at  Bakersfield  should  not  be  taken  as  reflecting  upon  the 
business  judgment  of  those  who  have  initiated  and  carried 
forward  the  enterprise  of  developing  the  water  powers  of  the 
San  Joaquin,  Kem,  and  Tule  rivers.     He  is  of  the  opinion 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


E.  BAKERSFIELD  IMP.  ASSO.  v.  SAN  JOAQUIN  L.  &  P.  CORP.        885 

that  no  deduction  should  be  made  from  the  value  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation's  physical  properties,  by  reason  of  the  Tact 
that  under  existing  conditions  the  corporation's  hydroelectric 
system  shows  a  negative  value  as  contrasted  with  the  possibility 
of  generating  an  equivalent  amount  of  electric  energy  by  steam. 
Mr.  G.  R.  Kenny,  statistician  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation, 
presented  as  oorporation's  exhibit  No.  26,  an  estimate  of  the 
value  of  two  of  the  corporation's  water  rights,  singly  and  con- 
solidated, on  the  comparative  steam-plant  theory,  but  on  assump- 
tions different  from  those  used  by  Mr.  Grunsky.  Mr.  Kenny 
confined  his  computations  to  the  water  rights  in  connection  with 
the  North  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  and  the  Kern  river, 
leaving  out  of  consideration  the  Tule  river  and  the  Merced  Falls 
developments.  He  differed  further  from  Mr.  Grunsky  in  that 
he  assumed  rn  installation  of  7,500  kilowatts  on  the  Kern  river, 
whereas  the  present  installation,  used  by  Mr.  Grunsky,  is  only 
1,350  kilowatts.  Mr.  Kenny  assumed  a  substitutional  steam 
plant  with  a  capacity  of  25,000  kilowatts,  located  dt  Bakersfield, 
with  a  reserve  steam  plant  of  5,000  kilowatts  located  at  Fresno. 
Mr.  Kenny's  conclusions  with  reference  to  the  value  of  these  two 
water  rights  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  singly  and  com- 
bined, o»the  bases  used  by  him,  appear  in  the  following  table: 

TABLE  No.  XII. 

Water  Right  Values  of  North  Fork  and  K^m  Canyon  Developments  at  Vary- 
ing Prices  of  Oil  at  Bakersfield,  Computed  by  Mr.  O.  R.  Kenny. 


Price  of  Oil 

North  Pork 

Kem  Canyon 

Total 

Combination 

60  cents  

$5,689.76 

$1,067,210.37 

$1,062,900.12 

$1,067,335.25 

65  cents 

180,663i>0 

1,170,909.12 

1,351,572.62 

1,374,216.25 

60  cents 

355,637.25 

1,284,607.87 

1,640,245.12 

1,681,097.25 

65  cents 

530,611.00 

1,308,306.62 

1,928,917.62 

1,987,978.25 

70  cents 

705,584.75 

1,512,005.37 

2,217,590.12 

2,294,859.25 

75  cents 

880,658.50 

1,625,704.12 

2,506,262.62 

2,601,740.25 

It  will  be  observed  that  Mr.  Grunsky  and  Mr.  Kenny  both  used 
the  substitutional  steam  plant  method,  but  that  one  engineer, 
using  this  method,  reports  a  large  affirmative  value  for  the  corpo- 
ration's water  rights,  while  the  other,  using  the  same  method, 
reports  a  large  negative  value.  As  going  to  the  reliability  of 
this  method  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  water  rights  for  the 
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generation  of  hydroelectric  energy,  the  following  tahle  will  be 
interesting.  The  deficits  shown  in  Mr.  Griinsky's  report  are 
capitalized  at  8  per  cent  per  annum,  in  order  to  make  his  con- 
clusions comparable  with  those  of  Mr.  Kenny: 

TABLE  No.  XHL 

Comparative  Conehuioiu  of  Chrunsky  and  Kenny  toiih  Referemee  to  Value  of 
Water  Rights  of  San  Joaquin  Corporation,  on  Comparative  Steam  Method, 


PriAA  nff  All 

Combined  development 

1MIVAfwf|/tA 

Kenny 

Grunsky 

60  cents  per  barrel 

55  cents  per  barrel 

60  cents  per  barrel 

65  cents  per  barrel 

70  cents  per  barrel 

75  cents  per  barrel 

+$1,067,336.25 
+1,374,216.25 
+1,681,097.25 
+1,987,978.25 
+2,294,859.26 
+2,601,740.26 

-4912,775.00 
—642,337.50 
—371,900.00 
—101,462.50 
+168,978.00 
+439,412.50 

$1,980,110.25 
2,016,553.76 
2,062,997.25 
2,089,440.76 
2,125,884.26 
2462,327.75 

In  the  foregoing  computation  the  sign  +  means  affirmative  value,  and  the 
sign  —  means  negative  value. 

It  will  he  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  that  any  theory  which 
produces  such  strikingly  dissimilar  results  is  open  to  the  most 
serious  question.  If  it  were  necessary  to  do  so,  attention  might 
also  be  drawn  to  the  unreliability  of  a  theory  which  results  in 
such  varying  water-right  values,  shifting  month  by  month  and 
year  by  year  with  the  varying  prices  of  fuel  oil  and  nyiking  the 
continuance  of  a  stable  rate  base  impossible 

Attention  should  here  be  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the  cost  of 
production  of  hydroelectric  energy  assumed  by  Mr.  Kenny  in 
the  forgoing  computations  is  far  less  than  the  cost  of  producing 
hydroelectric  energy  assumed  by  the  corporation  in  its  cost  of 
service  computations  as  the  basis  for  the  establishment  of  rates 
in  these  proceedings.  If  it  is  fair  to  use  a  far  lower  cost  of 
service  in  determining  so-called  water-right  values  where  the 
comparative  plant  theory  is  used,  it  would  seem  unfair  to  charge 
the  public  with  any  greater  cost  of  producing  power,  when  the 
cost  of  service  computations  on  which  rates  are  to  be  based  are 
made.  Mr.  Kenny's  estimate  of' the  annual  cost  of  production 
and  transmission  from  the  combined  Korth  Fork  and  Kern 
developments  is  $646,036.44.  On  the  other  hand,  the  utility 
claims  that  the  actual  cost  of  service  for  the  comparable  items,  to 
be  used  by  this  Commission  in  establishing  rates,  is  $882,102.41. 
The  following  table  shows  a  comparison  of  the  cost  of  service 
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estimates  as  presented  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  in  its 
exhibit  No.  27,  and  in  its  water-right  and  comparative  steam* 
plant  CQmpntations  shown  in  its  exhibit  No.  26 : 

TABLE  No.  XIV. 

Comparative  Costs  of  Service  Claimed  by  Ban  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Cor- 
poration as  between  Cost  of  Berviee  for  Establishing  Rates  and  Cost  of 
Service  for  Establishing  Water-Right  Values^ 

Estimated  production  and  transmlBsion  cost,  under  present  con- 
ditions, as  shown  by  corporation's  exhibit  No.  27   $882,102.41 

Estimated  cost  of  combined  hydroelectric  developments,  as  diown 
by  corporation's  exhibit  No.  26 646,036.44 

Comparative  substitutional  steam-plant  cost,  aa  shown  by  cor- 
poration's exhibit  No.  26   731,423.26 

Excessive  present  cost  over  steam  cost  160,679.15 

Excessive  present  cost  over  combination  hydroelectric  cost  ....     236,065.97 

The  foregoing  estimates  of  cost  are  based  npon  the  present 
demand  and  output^  and  can  therefore  be  considered  as  directly 
comparable.  From  the  forgoing  table  it  appears  that  the  present 
cost  of  service  claimed  by  the  corporation  in  its  exhibit  No.  27, 
as  the  basis  for  establishing  rates  in  these  proceedings,  is  $150,- 
679.15  in  excess  of  the  snbstitational  steam  plant  referred  to  in 
the  corporation's  exhibit  No.  26,  and  $286,065.97  in  excess  of 
the  combined  hydroelectric  plants  likewise  referred  to  in  the  cor- 
poration's exhibit  No.  26.  In  other  words,  comparing  exhibit 
No.  26  of  San  Joaquin  Li^t  &  Power  Corporation  with  exhibit 
No.  27,  it  woold  appear  that  the  present  installation  of  the 
corporation  is  extremely  uneconomical.  Capitalizing  the  excess 
cost,  as  claimed,  of  the  present  system  over  the  cost  of  a  sub- 
stitutional steam  plant  at  8  per  cent,  it  would  appear  that  the 
present  system  has  a  negative  value  of  $1,883,489  when  the 
cost  of  fuel  at  Bakersfield  is  50  cents  per  barrel.  This  value  will 
remain  negative,  on  this  basis,  even  if  the  price  of  oil  should  be 
increased  to  75  cents  per  barrel. 

As  already  indicated,  Mr.  Eenny  assumed  the  construction 
and  operation  of  two  hydroelectric  plants  which  are  not  now  in 
existence,  one  a  2,000  kilowatt  plant,  to  be  located  on  the  North 
Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin  river,  and  ihe  other  a  7,500  kilowatt 
plant,  to  be  installed  on  the  Kern  river  in  lieu  of  the  present 
1,350  kilowatt  plant  The  importance  of  this  one  element  in 
the  problem  is  shown  by  the  fact  that,  with  oil  at  50  cents  per 
barrel  at  Bakersfield,  the  present  development  on  the  Eem 
river  canyon  would  show,  under  Mr.  Kenny's  figures,  a  value 
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for  water*  rights  of  only  $151,191.50,  as  ooatrasted  with  the 
figure  of  $1,067,210.37  appearing  in  table  No.  XII.  and  based 
on  an  assumed  development  of  7,600  kilowatts.  This  7,500 
kilowatt  plant  is  not  in  existence,  and  there  is  no  definite  evidence 
in  the  record  as  to  when  it  will  be  built  I  assume  that  it  will 
be  quite  generally  agreed  that  in  determining  the  value  of  the 
water  rights  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  consideration  should 
be  given  only  to  the  present  development  or  to  such  additional 
development  as  can  be  confidently  counted  on  for  the  near  future. 

Mr.  Kenny,  as  already  pointed  out^  has  considered  only  the 
developments  on  the  ITofth  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  and 
on  the  Kern  river,  which  developments  the  San  Joaquin  corpo- 
ration apparently  assumed  might  show  an  affirmative  value.  The 
corporation  has  ^itirely  left  out  of  its  computations  the  Tule 
river  development  and  the  Meroed  Falls  development,  which 
developments,  under  the  corporation's  own  theory,  admittedly 
show  a  negative  value.  It  is  obviously  improper  when  seeking 
to  ascertain  the  value  of  a  utility's  water  rights  for  the  genera- 
tion of  hydroelectric  energy,  to  consider  only  those  portions  of 
the  utility's  hydroelectric  development  which  seem  to  show  an 
affirmative  value,  and  to  leave  out  of  consideration  entirely  those 
developments  which  would  show  a  negative  value.  The  value  of 
a  utility's  water  rights  should  be  ascertained  only  from  a  con- 
sideration of  the  utility's  entire  water  system  used  and  useful 
in  its  business.  For  t^ese  reasons,  the  computations  presented 
by  Mr.  Qrunsky  are  entitled  to  greater  consideration  herein  than 
those  presented  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  own  employees. 

In  order  to  ascertain  the  result  of  the  comparative  steam-plant 
method  when  properly  applied  to  the  facts  of  these  proceedings, 
the  Commission  has  made  an  independent  computation.  The 
following  table  shows  the  cost  of  generating  hydroelectric  energy 
in  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  present  system,  based  on  the 
electric  energy  sold  in  the  year  1914,  not  including  general  and 
administrative  expenses  and  taxes: 
P.U.R.191«C. 
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TABLB  No.  XV. 

Wof«r  Right  VoluaH&n — B^n  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  0orpora*um*9  JPretonl 

System, 

Capital — 
Production  capital: 

Crane  Valley  reservoir $1,177,044.56 

Power  plants   3,389,538.70 

Total $4,566,583.26 

Proportion  of  transmission  capital: 

Production  plant  substation  equipment   ....     $202,337.79 
Transmission  lines    202,068.82 

404,406.61 

«  — ■•— ^-^— ^^— ■ 

Total  production  and  transmission   . .  $4,970,989.87 

E$tifnated  return — 

Interest  at  8  per  cent $397,679.18 

Depreciation : 

Production $92,430.36 

Transmission  22.065  per  cent 14,454.00 

106,884.36 

Expenses: 

Production    $132,977.58 

Transmission  22.965  per  cent 8,208.13 

141,185.71 

Total  return,  not  including  general,  administrative, 

etc.,  and  taxes   $645,749.26 

In  the  foregoing  table,  the  production  capital  and  the  estimated 
allowance  for  interest  and  depreciation  have  been  taken  from  Mr. 
Kenny's  report  of  the  cost  of  service  for  the  production  system, 
as  showA  by  exhibit  No.  27  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation.  To 
the  production  capital  has  been  added  the  estimated  cost  of 
power-plant  substation  equipment  and  the  cost  of  the  transmis- 
sion lines  connecting  the  power  plants  with  the  main  transmission 
lines,  as  shown  in  Railroad  Commission's  exhibit  No.  2.  The 
transmission  operating  expenses  and  depreciation  as  reported  by 
Mr.  Eenny  for  1914  have  been  prorated  to  this  capital  on  the 
basis  of  relative  investment.  No  general  expenses  or  taxes  have 
been  included  for  comparative  purposes.  The  Kenny  values 
have  been  used  in  so  far  as  possible. 

The  following  table  shows  the  cost  of  prodncing  electric  energy 
in  two  substitutional  steam  plants,  one  of  which,  with  an  installed 
capacity  of  25,000  kilowatts,  is  assumed  to  be  located  at  Bakers- 
field,  while  the  other,  with  an  installed  capacity  of  5,000  kilo- 
watts, to  act  as  an  auxiliary,  is  assumed  to  be  located  at  Fresno : 
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TABLE  No.  XVI. 

ComparaHve  Bteam  Plants  at  Bakersfield  and  Fremu}^  CoBi  of  Ptoduotiom  &f 

Steam. 

MAIN  PLANT. 

25,000  kilowatts  at  Bakersfield. 

Inveatmenf"^ 

25,000  kilowatts  at  $50.00   $1,250,000.00    . 

Overhead  171  per  cent  218,750.00 

$1,468,750.00 
Substation   equipment    146,750.00 

Total    • $1,615,500.00 

Ettimated  return — 

Interest  at  8  per  cent $129,240.00 

Depreciation  *. 

Steam  plant  at  3.17  per  cent $46,559.37 

Substation  at  3.62  per  cent  5,313.00 

61,872.37 

Operation   (running  expense): 

Steam  plant  expense,  other  than  oil  and  sup- 
plies        $41,418.44 

Supplies  3,373.74 

Substation  expense   2,979.00 

Fuel  oil,  481,421  barrels  at  50  cents 240,710.50 

288,481.68 

Total  main  plant $469,594.06 

AtrXILIABT   PLANT. 

6,000  kilowatts  at  Fresno. 

Investment-^ 

5,000  kilowatts  at  $50.00  $260,000.00      ' 

Overhead  171  per  cent   43,7.50.00 

$293,750.00 
Substation  equipment 29,350.00 

ToUl $323,100.00 

Estimated  return — 

Interest  at  8  per  cent $26,848.00 

Depreciation : 

Steam  plant  $9,311.87 

Substation  1,062.00 

10,373.87 

Operating  expense: 

Steam  plant  expense  other  than  oil $9,000.00 

Substation  expense   595.00 

Oil 13,600.00 

23,095.00 

Total  auxiliary  plant $59,316.87 

Total  steam  production  (not  including  general  ex- 
pense or  taxes)    $528,910.92 

It  will  be  observed  from  the  foregoing  tables  that  while  tho 
cost  of  producticm  in  the  comparative  steam  plants^  not  including 
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general  expense  or  taxes,  would  be  $528,910.92,  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction in  the  San  Joaquin  corporsetion's  present  hydroelectric 
production  system,  is,  cAx  Mr.  Kenny's  computations  with  the 
necessary  modifications,  $645,749*26,  with  oil  at  50  cents  per 
barrel  at  Bakersfield. 

The  total  cost  of  fuel  oil  under  the  present  system  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation,  taking  an  average  of  1913  and  1914,  was 
$71,867,72.  The  cost  of  fuel  oil  in  the  comparative  plant  used 
in  the  Ckmunission's  computations,  assuming  50  cents  per  barrel 
at  Sakersfield  and  75  cents  per  barrel  at  the  auxiliary  plant  at 
Fresno,  would  be  $254,210.50,  or  $182,842.78  in  excess  of  the 
actual  coittsumption  of  the  present  system  during  1913  and  1914. 
At  50  c^its  per  barrel  for  oil  at  Bakersfield,  the  comparative  plant 
would  use  356,696  barrels  of  oil  annually  in  excess  of  the  exist- 
ing plant.  Hence  it  follows  that  for  each  5  cenxts  increased  cost 
of  oil  at  Bakersfield,  the  increase  of  the  cost  for  the  comparative 
steam  plant  would  be  $17,884.70. 

The  following  table  shows  the  value  of  the  water  rights  of  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation,  and  the  Commission's  computations, 
with  fuel  oil  at  varying  prices  at  Bakersfield.  The  results  are 
all  n^ative: 

TABLE  No.  XVII. 

Value  of  Water  Rights  of  San  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Corporation  on  Com- 
mi88ion*a  Computations  on  Comparative  Steam  Plant  Theory. 


Price  of  oil  at  Bakersfield 


Net  saving 
over  Bteam 


—$116,838.34 
•—09,003.54 
—81,168.74 
—63,333.94 
—45,499.14 
—27,664.34 


Capitalized  at 

8  per  cent  water 

riirht  vahie 


50  cents  per  barrel 
55  cents  per  barrel 
60  cents  per  barrel 
65  cents  per  barrel 
70  cents  per  barrel 
75  cents  per  barrel 


—$1,450,479.00 

—1,237,644.00 

—1,014,609.00 

—791,674.00 

—668,739.00 

—345,804.00 


The  sign  —  means  a  negative  result. 

As  shown  by  the  computations  of  Mr.  Grunsky  and  of  the 
Bailroad  Commission,  the  result  of  the  application  of  the  com- 
parative steam  method,  reasonably  applied,  is  to  show  that  the 
water  rights  of  San  Joaquin  corporation  have  at  present  a  large 
negative  value,  and  that  they  will  continue  to  have  a  negative 
value  until  the  price  of  oil  at  Bakersfield  has  risen  approximately 
50  per  cent  in  excess  of  its  present  price.  Hence,  it  is  unneces- 
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sary  in  these  proceedings  to  pass  upon  the  question  whether,  in 
case  the  result  of  the  reasonable  application  of  the  comparative 
steam-plant  method  should  show  an 'affirmative  value  for  a 
utility's  water  rights,  the  entire  benefit  of  such  value  belongs  to 
the  utility.  I  shall  content  myself  at  the  present  time  with 
pointing  out  that  such  conclusion  might  lead  to  unjust  results, 
in  that  it  would  deprive  the  consuming  public  of  California  of 
all  the  fruits  of  the  advantages  which  should  come  to  them  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  they  live  in  a  state  to  which  nature  has 
given  lofty  mountains  down  which  great  streams  of  wonderful 
power  dash  in  their  race  to  the  sea.  When  the  proper  time  comes, 
the  Commission  will  give  consideration  to  the  question  whether 
the  benefit  of  these  natural  resources  of  California  should  accrue 
entirely  to  the  utility  which  happens  to  post  and  record  certain 
notices  of  appropriation,  or  whether  the  people  of  California  are 
entitled  to  some  share  in  these  advantages. 
Detriment  to  Lower  Riparian  Owners. 

[17]  The  San  Joaquin  corporation  also  presented  a  claim  to 
the  value  of  its  water  rights  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  San 
Joaquin  river,  based  on  a  capitalization  at  8  per  cent  per  annum 
of  the  alleged  detriment  suffered  by  the  owners  of  riparian  lands 
on  the  San  Joaquin  river  down  to  its  confluence  with  the  Merced 
river,  caused  by  the  withholding  of  water  by  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation  in  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  during  March  and 
April  of  each  year. 

The  argument,  in  effect,  is  that  during  the  months  of  March 
and  April,  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  withholds  a  small  portion 
of  the  waters  which  otherwise  would  be  available  for  the  irriga- 
tion of  riparian  lands  on  the  San  Joaquin  river,  and  that  thereby 
an  ascertainable  damage  is  done  to  such  riparian  lands.  The 
San  Joaquin  corporation  assumes  on  the  cost  of  reproduction 
theory,  that  its  water  rights  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin 
river  are  worth  what  it  would  cost  to  acquire  them  in  case  the 
corporation  did  not  own  them  and  that  the  cost  of  acquisition, 
would  be  measured  by  the  detriment  assumed  to  be  caused  to 
the  lower  riparian  lands  by  the  withholding  of  certain  waters  in 
March  and  April  of  each  year.    The  corporation  capitalizes  the 

assumed  detriment^   and  reaches  the  conclusion  that  on  thia 
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theory,  its  water  rights  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin 
river  are  worth  somewhere  between  $650,000  and  $1,000,000. 
In  support  of  this  claim,  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  pre- 
sented data  to  show  the  extent  to  which  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir 
interferes  with  the  normal  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river.  This 
data  was  complied  by  Mr.  C.  E.  Grunsky,  and  appears  in  exhibit 
No.  28  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation.  The  following  table 
shows  the  average  efiFect  of  the  operation  of  the  Crane  Valley 
reservoir  upon  the  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river,  as  computed 
by  Mr.  Grunsky  from  the  records  of  1910  to  1914,  inclusive: 

TABLE  No.  XVIII. 

Effect  of  Operation  of  Crane  Vctlley  Reservoir  on  Flow  of  San  Joaquin  River. 

The  flow  of  the  riyer  in  October  was  increased  by  51.7  second -feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  November  was  increased  by  37.7  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  December  was  increased  by  31.2  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  January  was  decreased  by  94.7  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  February  was  decreased  by  35.8  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  March  was  decreased  by  87.4  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  April  was  decreased  by  73.9  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  Miiy  was  decreased  by  67.2  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  June  was  decreased  by  19.3  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  July  was  increased  by  34.0  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  August  was  increased  by  46.5  second  feet. 
The  flow  of  the  river  in  September  was  increased  by  47.7  second  feet. 

It  will  be  observed  that  although  the  flow  of  the  river  is  de- 
creased from  January  to  June,  inclusive,  it  is  increased  from 
July  to  December,  inclusive.  This  increase  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  water  held  in  storage  in  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  is  let 
down  during  the  latter  half  of  the  year  for  the  purpose  of 
generating  power,  and  thus  increases  what  otherwise  would  be 
the  normal  flow  of  the  river  during  this  period  of  the  year. 
The  irrigating  season  in  this  vicinity  generally  commences  in 
March  or  April  and  usually  ends  in  October.  The  period  when 
water  is  most  needed  for  irrigation  is  during  June,  July,  and  the 
subsequent  months. 

The  following  table  shows  the  effect  in  percentages  of  the 
storage  of  water  in  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  on  the  flow  of  the 
San  Joaquin  river  above  1,500  second  feet,  during  the  first  siz 
months  of  the  year: 
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TABLE  No.  XIX. 


Effect  in  Percentages  of  Storage  of  Water  in  Crojne  Valley  Reserpoir  upon 
Flow  in  Ban  Joaquin  River  Above  IfiOO  Beoond  Feet. 


Montb 

1910         1911    1     1912         1918 
Pfer  cent  Per  cent|Per  cent  Per  cent 

1914 
Per  cent 

AT'g'e 

1910-15 
Perct. 

January     

—  9.2 
+  1.4 

—  6.1 

—  1.2 

.0 
1  +0.1 

—  8.6 
—  13.0 

—  2.8 

—  0.6 

—  0.3 

.0 

—  16.4 

—  4.0 

—  3.4 

—  0.5 

—  16.1 

February   

—  14.6 

March    

—  8.1 

April    

—  3.4 

—  0.8 

—  11.2 
—  0.6 
+  0.8 

—  2.6 

May    

—  1.2 

June 

—  0.2 

There  is  no  claim  herein  that  any  injury  whatsoever  is  caused 
to  lower  riparian  owners  by  storing  water  in  the  Crajie  Valley 
reservoir  in  the  months  of  January  and  February.  The  San 
Joaquin  corporation's  claim  is  limited  to  detriment  supposed  to 
be  caused  in  the  month  of  March^  during  which  month  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  have  diminished  the  normal 
flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  on  an  average  of  8.1  per  cent, 
and  in  the  month  of  April,  during  which  month  the  operations  of 
the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  have  diminished  the  normal  flow  of 
the  San  Joaquin  river  2.6  per  cent.  It  will  be  observed  that 
the  interference  with  the  normal  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river 
during  the  months  of  March  and  April  is  slight  in  any  event. 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  introduced  evidence  to  show 
that  209,223  acres  of  land  are  riparian  to  the  San  Joaquin  river 
down  to  its  confluence  with  the  Merced  river.  Of  this  acreage, 
40,000  acres  are  irrigated  by  the  first  1,500  second  feet  of  the 
San  Joaquin  river.  The  San  Joaquin  corporation  does  not  claim 
any  right  to  store  water  in  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  if  the 
flow  of  the  river  is  below  1,500  second  feet  Hence,  the  acreage 
of  riparian  lands  which  are  assumed  to  be  affected  by  the  storage 
of  water  in  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  amount  to  169,223  acres. 
The  San  Joaquin  corporation  introduced  evidence  to  show  that  if 
the  waters  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  were  entirely  withheld,  the 
damage  to  riparian  lands  would  amount  to  an  average  of  between 
$65  and  $75  per  acre.  On  this  basis,  as  pointed  out  in  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation's  brief,  the  detriment  to  170,000  acres 
of  riparian  lands  would  amount  to  $11,050,000.  The  San 
Joaquin  corporation,  however,  admits  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  construct  nineteen  or  twenty  other  reservoirs,  each  having  the 
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same  effect  as  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir,  in  order  completely 
to  deprive  the  lower  riparian  lands  of  water.  The  San  Joaquin 
corporation  assumes  that  only  between  6  per  cent  and  7  per  cent 
of  the  normal  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  above  1,500  second 
feet  is  withheld  in  the  months  of  March  and  April,  and  hence 
concludes  that  the  assumed  damage  to  the  lower  riparian  lands 
is  6  per  cent  of  $11,050,000,  "or  a  valuation  somewhat  in  excess 
of  $650,000."  I  may  draw  attention  in  passing  to  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Grunsky's  report  shows  that  although  8.1  per  cent  of 
the  normal  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  is  withheld  by  the 
Crane  Valley  reservoir  in  the  month  of  March,  only  2.6  per  cent 
is  withheld  in  the  month  of  April,  during  which  month  irrigation 
in  this  territory  to  a  considerable  extent  commences. 

Having  now  stated  the  corporation's  theory,  I  shall  proceed 
to  a  consideration  of  its  merits. 

Attention  should  be  drawn  at  the  outset  to  the  fact  hat  no  wit- 
,  nese  testified  that  the  withholding  by  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir 
of  8.1  per  cent  of  the  normal  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  in 
the  month  of  March  and  2.6  per  cent  in  the  month  of  April  will 
do  any  measurable  damage  or  any  damage  at  all  to  the  lower 
riparian  lands.  The  only  basis  for  this  claim  is  the  statement  of 
counsel  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  in  their  brief.  For  all 
that  appears  in  the  evidence,  the  withholding  of  this  compara- 
tively small  ajnount  of  water  would  do  no  measurable  damage 
to  any  owner  of  riparian  lands  on  any  portion  of  the  San  Joaquin 
river.  As  bearing  on  the  question  whether  any  real  damage 
would  be  occasioned,  I  shall  shortly  refer  to  the  contract  dated 
June  14,  1909,  between  Miller  &  Lux,  Incorporated,  the  princi- 
pal riparian  o^vners  on  the  San  Joaquin  river  to  its  confluence 
with  the  Merced  river,  and  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany. Even  if  damages  had  been  shown,  there  is  no  evidence 
in  these  proceedings  worthy  of  serious  consideration  as  to  the 
amount  of  such  damages.  The  mere  statement  that  riparian 
lands  would  be  damaged  to  the  extent  of  $65  to  $75  per  acre 
if  nineteen  or  twenty  more  Crane  Valley  reservoirs  were  con- 
structed, so  that  the  flow  of  the  river  would  be  entirely  withheld 
during  certain  months  from  the  lower  riparian  owners,  is  of  no 
assistance  in  determining  what  damages,  if  any,  have  actually 
been  caused  by  a  reservoir  which  withholds  only  8.1  per  cent  of 
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the  normal  flow  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  during  the  month  of 
March  and  2.6  per  cent  in  the  month  of  April.  Furthermore, 
such  a  claim  entirely  leaves  out  of  consideration  the  very  great 
advantage  which  would  ensue  to  lower  riparian  lands  if  they 
could  secure  largely  added  amounts  of  water  in  the  months  of 
July,  August,  September,  and  October,  which  waters  would  be 
let  down  during  these  months  through  the  power  houses  con- 
nected with  the  nineteen  or  twenty  assumed  Crane  Valley 
reservoirs. 

This  matter  brings  me  to  a  consideration  of  the  question 
whether  the  lower  riparian  lands  have,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
suffered  any  injury  whatsoever  by  reason  of  the  operation  of 
the  Crane  Valley  reservoir. 

Subsequent  to  the  submission  of  these  proceedings,  the  pre- 
siding Commissioner  accidentally  learned  of  the  existence  of 
the  Miller  &  Lux  contract,  which  contract  was  not  offered  in 
evidence  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  and  was  in  no  way 
referred  to  by  name  or  in  any  way  to  direct  attention  thereto, 
in  the  evidence  or  in  the  brief  of  counsel.  The  San  Joaquin 
corporation  was  thereupon  requested  to  file  a  copy  of  the  con- 
tract, and  did  so.  Under  the  stipulation  to  the  effect  that  all 
documents  filed  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  subsequent  to 
the  submission  of  these  proceedings  would  be  considered  in  evi- 
dence herein,  this  contract  is  a  part  of  tie  record  in  these  pro- 
ceedings. \ 

The  contract  is  dated  June  14,  1909,  and  is  an  agreement 
between  Miller  &  Lux,  Incorporated,  Las  Animas  &  San  Joaquin 
Land  Company,  Incorporated,  and  California  Pastoral  &  Agri- 
cultural Company,  Limited,  parties  of  the  first  part,  and  San 
Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Company,  party  of  the  second  part. 
The  contract  recites,  in  part,  that  the  Miller  &  Lux  corporations 
are  the  owners  of  a  large  acreage  of  land  in  the  counties  of 
Fresno,  Madera,  Merced,  and  Stanislaus,  the  larger  portion  of 
which  border  on  the  main  channels  and  the  branches  and  sloughs 
of  the  San  Joaquin  river;  that  the  Miller  &  Lux  corporations 
have  diverted  and  appropriated  from  the  San  Joaquin  rivw 
large  quantities  of  water  for  irrigation,  domestic,  and  other 
beneficial  purposes,  and  that  part  of  the  water  used  for  irriga- 
tion has  been  used  upon  lands  riparian  to  the  San  Joaquin  river 
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and  part  ^upon  other  lands ;  and  that  the  iow  of  the  water  in  the 
San  Joaquin  river  is  irregular,  so  that  during  certain  months 
of  the  jear  there  is  a  large  flow  and  during  other  months  insuffi- 
cient to  supply  the  lands  of  the  Miller  &  Lux  corporations  with 
water  for  irrigation  purposes  as  well  as  for  stock  and  domestic 
uses.  The  agreement  then  proceeds  as  follows:  "Whereas  it 
will  be  for  the  interest  of  the  parties  of  the  first  part  hereto 
to  have  reservoirs  constructed  upon  the  North  Fork  of  the  San 
Joaquin  river,  a  tributary  of  said  San  Joaquin  river,  provided 
such  reservoirs  can  be  filled  with  water  by  retaining  therein  a  por- 
tion of  the  water  flowing  in  said  North  Fork,  or  in  its  branches 
or  tributaries  at  periods  of  the  year  when  there  is  a  large  volume 
of  water  flowing  down  the  main  channel  of  the  said  San  Joaquin 
river  and  through  and  over  the  lands  and  to  the  canals  and 
ditches  of  the  parties  of  the  first  part;  and  provided,  further, 
that  such  water,  after  being  so  reservoired,  oan  be  regularly 
returned  to  the  channel  of  said  North  Fork  or  to  the  channel  of 
said  San  Joaquin  river,  at  seasons  of  the  year  when  there  is  a 
small  volume  of  water  flowing  in  said  river,  so  as  to  supply  the 
lands,  and  to  the  canals  and  ditches  of  the  parties  of  the  first 
part,  a  more  regular  flow,  and  a  greater  amount  of  water,  than 
naturally  flows  down  said  river,  during  the  periods  of  each  yoar 
when  the  water  becomes  low  in  said  river." 

I  desire  to  draw  attention  particularly  to  the  fact  that  the 
lower  riparian  owners  here  agree  that  it  will  be  to  their  interest 
to  have  reservoirs  constructed  upon  the  North  Fork  of  the  San 
Joaquin  river,  for  the  reason  that  the  storage  of  water  in  such 
reservoirs  and  the  subsequent  use  of  suA  water  for  the  genera- 
tion of  hydroelectric  energy  will  result  in  putting  into  the  San 
Joaquin  river  for  the  irrigation  of  riparian  lands  large  amounts 
of  water  during  the  periods  of  each  year  when  the  water  becomes 
low  in  the  river,  meaning  thereby  the  months  of  July,  August, 
September,  and  October.  Thus,  instead  of  being  a  detrixnent 
to  the  lower  riparian  owners,  the  construction  of  the  Crane 
Valley  reservoir  is  here  solemnly  declared  to  be  a  benefit  to  these 
owners. 

In  a  subsequent  recital,  the  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany, which  is  the  immediate  predecessor  of  the  San  Joaquiii 
Light  &  Power  Corporation  and  was  controlled  by  the  same 
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people,  agrees  that  it  will  return  to  the  natural  channel  of  the 
Xorth  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin  river  all  the  water  which  it  may 
reservoir  in  Crane  VaJley  reservoir  "so  that  it  shall  flow  down 
to  the  lands  and  canals  of  the  parties  of  the  first  part,  each  and 
every  year,  at  period  or  periods  of  time  when  there  is  only 
a  small  volume  of  water  naturally  flowihg  in  said  river,  and  when 
an  increased  flow  will  be  of  great  benefit  to  said  parties  of  the 
first  part" 

The  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Company  agrees  that  it  will 
commence  construction  of  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  within  six 
months  from  the  date  of  the  agreement,  and  that  within  two 
years  thereafter  it  will  complete  its-  dams  and  reservoirs  to  the 
capacity  of  at  least  30,000  acre  feet>  and  will  thereafteir  main- 
tain and  operate  the  same  at  leadt  to  that  capacity.  In  order  to 
show  the  interest  of  the  Miller  &  Lux  corporations  in  having 
this  agreement  performed  and  in  having  the  waters  of  Crane 
Valley  reservoir  withheld  during  certain  months  and  let  out 
during  later  months,  the  agreement  provides  that  if  anyone 
should  commence  an  action  to  interfere  with  the  construction  by 
the  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Company  of  its  works,  the  latter 
company  will  "with  all  reasonable  diligence  take  such  proceed- 
ings as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  the  granting  of  any  such 
restraining  order  or  injunction,  and  to  have  the  same  dissolved 
if  granted."  The  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Company  fur- 
ther agrees  that  if  anybne  should  be  successful  iu  securing  an 
injunction,  the  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Company  will  at 
otnee  take  all  necessary  steps  to  condemn  the  rights  and  interests 
of  such  person  and  to  prosecute  such  action  to  final  determination 
with  all  reasonable  diligence. 

It  seems  too  clear  fof  argument,  from  this  contract,  that  the 
Miller  &  Lux  corporation^  were  of  the  opinion  that  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  and  the  impounding  of  water 
therein,  with  the  letting  out  of  this  water  during  the  summer  and 
autumn  months,  would  be  a  very  great  benefit,  to  them  as  the 
owners  of  riparian  lands  on  the  San  Joaquin  river.  Any  person 
familiar  with  the  conditions  on  the  San  Joaquin  river  would 
naturally  expect  that  the  riparian  owners  would  take  this  posi- 
tion. Exhibit  No.  21  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  shows  that 
out  of  a  total  of  209,223  acres  riparian  to  the  San  Joaquin  river 
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in  Fresno,  Madera,  and  Merced  countioB,  Miller  &  Lux,  Incorpo- 
rated, own  142^906.29  aores.  The  record  does  not  show  the 
extent  to  which  the  other  two  affiliated  corporations  mentioned 
in  the  contract  of  June  14,  1909,  as  parties  of  the  first  part, 
also  own  riparian  lands  on  the  San  Joaquin  river.  There  is  no 
reason,  however,  to  doubt  that  the  position  of  Miller  &  Lux,  as 
the  owners  of  over  two  thirds  of  the  riparian  lands  in  this  terri- 
tory here  under  consideration,  would  not  be  the  position  taken 
by  every  other  riparian  owner. 

The  contract  of  June  14,  1909,  entered  into  between  the 
principal  riparian  owners  and  the  immediate  predecessor  of  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  absolutely  disproves  and  refutes  the 
claim  of  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation  tp  a  value  for 
its  water  rights  on  the  North  Fork  of  the  San  Joaquin*  river, 
based  upon  an  alleged  and  assumed  detriment  to  the  lower 
riparian  owners  resulting  from  the  operation  of,  the  Cran^  Valley 
reservoir. 

As  already  indicated,  this  contract  w^  not  drawB  to  the  Com- 
mission's attention  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporatiouy  and  it  was 
only  through  mere  chance  that  the  presiding  Commissioner  be- 
came aware  of  its  existence.  To  say  that  thia  corporation  has 
not  dealt  fairly  with  the  Kailroad  Comnussion  in  suppressing 
this  contract  is  to  put  the  m^tt^r  mildly^  Thope  officials  or  such 
counsel  of  the  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Coarporation  as  are 
responsible  for  the  failure  to  present  this  contract  ineyid.ence 
deserve  severe  eonsure  f?om  this  Commission*  This  matter  ia 
particularly  tmf ortunate  in  that  most  of:  the  officials  and  counsel 
of  the  San  Joaquin  Q(»rporation  hav^  dealt  with  absolute  fairness 
and  candor  with  the  Commission  in  these  proceedings.       ,    . 

[18]  I  am  now  brought  to  a  consideration  of  the  question 
wheth^,  under  any  theory,  a  water-right  value  can  be  allowed 
by  this  Commission  in  oonneetion  with  the  San  Joaquin  corpo- 
ration's Crane  Valley  developxnent  While  there  wjere.  some  ref- 
erences in  the  course  of  the  hearings  to  the  fact  that  this  reservoir 
was  built  and  a  portion  of  the  lands  in  its  basin  was  flooded 
under  ^  Federal  permit,  no  copy  of  snch  permit  was  introduced 
in  evidence.  After  the  submission  of  these  proceedings,  the  Com- 
mission called  upon  the  San  Joaquin  eorporatipn,  and  received 

from  it  a  copy  of  the  agreement  with  the  Department  of  Agri- 
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culture  under  which  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir  was  constructed. 
This  agreement  is  dated  July  27,  1912.  It  appears  from  this 
agreement  and  from  map  showing  location  of  tHe  San  Joaquin 
corporation's  hydroelectric  properties  on  the  North  Fork  of  the 
San  Joaquin  river,  which  has  been  marked  exhibit  No.  63  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  that  the  structure  of  the  Crane 
Valley  dam  has  been  built  partly,  if  not  entirely,  on  land  in  the 
Sierra  National  Forest  belonging  to  the  government  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  approximately  227  acres  of  the  area  flooded  by 
the  dam  is  likewise  national  forest  land.  In  other  words,  with- 
out a  permit  from  the  national  government,  the  Crane  Valley 
reservoir  could  not  have  been  constructed,  and  the  land  in  the 
lower  portion  of  the  reservoir  adjacent  to  the  dam  could  not  have 
been  flooded. 

The  power  agreement  provides  that  the  rights  granted  thereby 
shall  be  void  upon  the  expiration  of  fifty  years  from  October 
12,  1909,  but  that  the  permit  may  thereafter  be  renewed  by  the 
duly  authorized  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States  upon  such 
conditions  as  he  may  in  his  diseretion  establish.  The  agreement 
reads  in  part  as  follows:  "The  permittee  (San  Joaquin  Light  & 
Power  Corporation)  does  hereby,  in  consideration  for  the  permit 
hereby  applied  for,  promise  and  agree  for  itself  and  its  successors 
to  comply  with  all  r^ulatioBS  and  instructions  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  governing  national  forests." 

Article  xxix.  of  the  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture and  instructions  to  forest  officers  relating  to  water  power, 
effective  February  24,  1913,peads  as  follows:  "That  in  respect 
to  the  r^ulation  by  any  competent  public  authority  of  the  serv- 
ice to  be  rendered  by  the  permittee  or  the  price  to  be  charged 
therefor,  and  in  respect  to  any  purchase  or  taking  over  of  the 
properties  or  business  of  the  permittee  or  any  part  thereof  by 
the  United  States,  or  by  any  state  within  which  the  works  are 
situated  or  business  carried  on  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  by  any 
municipal  corporations  in  such  state,  no  value  whatsoever  shall 
at  any  time  be  assigned  to  or  claimed  for  the  permit,  or  foT 
the  occupancy  or  use  of  national  forest  lands  granted  thereunder, 
•  nor  shall  the  permit  or  such  occupancy  and  use  ever  be  estimated 
or  considered  as  property  upon  which  the  permittee  shall  be 
p.u.R.i9ioa 
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entitled  to  earn  or  receive  any  return,  income,  price,  or  compen- 
sation whatsoever." 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  permit  from  the  Federal  govern- 
ment is  a  condition  sine  qva  non  to  the  exercise  of  any  rights  in 
connection  with  the  Crane  Valley  reservoir,  I  assume  that  it 
would  be  admitted  that  if  this  regulation  of  the  Federal  gov^ 
emment  had  been  in  effect  when  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
secured  its  permit,  the  corporation  could  not  claim  any  water- 
right  value  in  connection  with  the  Crane  VaUey  development  I 
have  searched  for  a  similar  rule  or  regulation  in  effect  on  July 
27,  1912,  at  which  time  the  power  agreement  affecting  the  Crane 
Valley  development  was  signed,  but  have  been  unable  to  find  such 
regulation  then  in  effect 

Section  52  of  the  Public  Utilities  act  provides  as  follows: 
'The  Commission  shall  have  no  power  to  authorize  the  capitali- 
zation of  the  right  to  be  a  corporation,  or  to  authorize  the  capital- 
ization of  any  franchise  or  permit  whatsoever  or  the  right  to 
own,  operate  or  enjoy  any  such  franchise  or  permit,  in  excess  of 
the  amount  (exclusive  of  any  tax  or  annual  charge)  actually 
paid  to  the  state  or  to  a  political  subdivision  thereof  as  the  con- 
sideration for  the  grant  of  such  franchise,  permit  or  right." 
[Extra  Sess.  1911,  chap.  14,  p.  46.] 

If  the  word  "state"  be  considered  broad  enough  to  include  the 
Federal  government,  it  would  seem  to  be  clear  that  under  this 
provision  of  the  Public  Utilities  act  the  Railroad  Commission 
would  have  no  authority  to  capitalize  any  permit  such  as  the 
one  under  which  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  holds  its  Crane 
Valley  rights  from  the  Federal  government  If  this  Commission 
is  without  authority  to  allow  the  capitalization  of  such  a  permit, 
it  would  seem  equally  clear  that  it  cannot  allow  a  value  for  such 
permit  in  a  rate  case. 

Even  if  §  62  of  the  Public  Utilities  act  should  be  held  inap- 
plicable, for  the  reason  that  this  permit  was  granted  by  the 
Federal  government,  and  not  by  a  state  government,  the  case, 
nevertheless,  seems  to  fall  within  the  general  rule  as  to  which 
authorities  are  cited  in  the  Mt  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Com- 
pany cases,  this  day  being  decided,  to  the  effect  that  in  a  rate 
case  no  allowance  should  be  made  for  governmental  franchises 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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or  permits  in  excess  of  the  amounts  actually  paid  to  the  granting 
public  authority. 

It  is,  of  course,  elemental  that  if  a  utility  claims  a  value  for 
water  rights,  it  must  sustain  the  burden  of  demonstrating  such 
value.  For  the  reason  that  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  has  not 
proved  any  value  to  its  water  rights  in  these  proceedings,  no 
allowance  is  being  made  herein  for  water-right  values  in  excess 
of  the  moneys  actually  expended  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
and  its  predecessors  in  connection  therewith.  All  rentals  and 
other  payments  in  connection  with  the  water  rights  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation  are  being  allowed  as  operating  expenses. 

[19-21]  (g)  Fair  Return.— The  following  table  shows  the 
fair  value  of  the  property  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation, 
used  and  useful  in  the  corporation's  electric  business  as  of  Janu- 
ary 1,  1916,  for  the  purpose  of  this  proceeding,  together  with  a 
reasonable  depreciation  annuity: 

TABLE  No,  XX. 

Fair  Value  of  Property  of  San  Joaqum. Light  d  Power  Oorporationt  Uaed  and 

Useful  in  Electric  Business,  as  of  January  1,  1916, 


Acct.                                       Account 
No. 

Fixed 
Capital 

Deprecia- 
tion 
amnitty 

INTANGIBLE  CaPITAI.. 

C-1.    Organization    

$32,399 
4,762 

48,910 

C-2.    Electric  franchise   

$16 

C-4.    Other  intangible  capital , 

Total  intangible  capital 

$86,071 

$12a,78£ 

2,200 

12,684 
12,907 
63,170 

$16 

l^AKOIBLE  CAPFTAL. 

Loflikded  CapitaL 
C-5.    Land  devoted  to  electric  operationa: 

a.  Land  devoted  to  production   operationa    

b.  Land  devoted  to  transmission    operations    .. 

c.  Rights  of  way  devoted  to  transmission  oper- 

ations      

d.  Tjand  devoted  to  distribution  operations  .... 

e.  Land  devoted  to  other  operationa 

Total  land  devoted  to  electric  operations  . . 
Production  Capital. 
C-6.     Dams,  water  conduits  and  penstocks 

$214,743 

$2,590,676 
348,442 
366,125 
254,653 
813,166 
16,026 

$5,415 
1,69!) 
B,951 
4,931 
4,5«9 
298 

C-7.     Power-plant  buildings  and  general  atructures  . . 
C-8.     Hydraulic  power  plant  equipment , 

C-9.     Furnaces,    toilers,   and   accessories    

C-10.  Steam  power-plant  equipment 

C-1.3    Miscellaneous  nroduction  eauinment    

Total  production  capital 

$3,889,088 

$22,863 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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TABLE  No.  SX-^onlifMitfd. 


Vo. 


Account 


C-14. 

C-I6. 

C-16. 
0-17. 

C-18. 

C-19. 
C-20. 


C-21. 
C-22. 
C-23. 
C24. 
C-26. 


Tranamiasion  and  Distribuiion  Capital. 
Poles  and  fixtures: 

a.  TranaxQissloii 

b.  Distribution    

Overhead  system: 

a.  Transmission , 

b.  Distribution    

Underground  conduits: 

b.  Distribution 

Substation  btiifdings  and  general  structures: 

a.  Transmission • 

b.  Distribution    , 

SvbstatiOD  eqjuipmeoRt: 

a.  Transmission   (at  power  hous^)   

Transmission   ( at  Htatloiis)    ' '. 

b.  Dlstributioii    ...,..,* *.. 

Miscellaneous  equipment : 

b.  Distribution     ; 

Line  transformers  and  devices: 

a.  Transmission  ....'..! .".' 

b.  Distribution    « « 

Electric  services 

Meters 

Municipal  street-lighting  sy«^m  

Commercial  lamps  and  lamp  equipment 


Installations  on  consumers' 


Total  transmission  and  distribution  capital 

Oeneral  Capital, 

C-27.  General  structures  .- 

C-28.  General  equipmeat    « .  • . . 

C-29.  Telephone   lines    

C-30.  Beads,  trestles  and  bridges: 

a.  Production     > . . 

b.  IVanismissian 


Total  general  capital  . 

Total  tangible  capital 

Material  and  supplies    

Working   capital    

Construction  capital    


.Grand  total 


Fixed 
Cavltsl 


$540,045 
798,443 

799,765 
916,100 

1,887 

88»508 
52,036 

183,763 
131,339 
290,420 

1,141 

*  4,909 
606,925 
109,141 
323,048 
,  49,713 
1,214 
30,968 


$4,771,365 


$68,704 
155,530 
131,469 

98,830 
1,316 


$455,849 


$9,331,045 
328,624 
133,500 
175,300 


$10,054,540 


Deprecia* 
,    Uon 
annuity 


$14,681 
21,706 

7,177 
8,221 

34 

620 

949 

3,349 
2,394 
6,893 

31 

133 

13<8S5 

4,689 

13,879 

2,136 

52 

842 


$99,921 


$860 

11,800 

4,254 

332 
5 


$17,260 


$140,044 


4,475 


$.144,535 


The  values  shown  in  the  foregoing  table  are  ascertained  hy  tak- 
ing the  value  of  the  property  on  January  1,  1915,  as  shown  by 
the  evidence  in  these  proceedings,  and  by  adding  thereto  the  addi- 
tions and  betterments  for  the  year  1915,  and  by  making  neces- 
sary deductions  and  additions.  In  the  total  property  value  as  of 
January  1,  1916,  are  included  the  estimated  cost  of  acquiring 
all  the  transfonners  on  the  system  of  the  San  Joaquin  corpora- 
tion, now  privately  owned,  and  also  the  proper  charges  to  capital* 
account  in  connection  with  the  reconstruction  of  the  SaU  JoaquinJOQlC 
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corporation's  transmission  and  distribution  lines  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  chapter  499  of  the  Laws  of  1911  and  chap- 
ter 600  of  the  Laws  of  1915.  As  will  be  observed,  the  property 
values  as  of  January  1,  1916,  include  $328,624  for  material  and 
supplies  and  $133,500  for  working  capital. 

Exhibit  No.  54  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  shows  that 
the  average  annual  cost  of  bond  money  ibo  the  San  Joaquin  corpo- 
ration and  its  predecessors,  with  amortization  on  the  straight 
line  basis,  has  been  6.18  per  cent,  and  that  with  amortization  on 
the  sinking-fund  basis  the  annual  cost  of  bond  money  has  been 
6.01  per  cent  While  the  cost  of  money  to  the  San  Joaquin  cor- 
poration and  its  predecessors  through  ike  sale  of  bonds  has  thus 
been  only  sli^tly  in  excess  of  6  per  cent,  I  recommend  that  in 
these  proceedings,  in  the  present  state  of  development  of  the 
business  of  San  Joaquin  corporation,  the  Commission  allow  a 
return  of  8  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  the  property.  This 
return  is  being  allowed  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  extensive 
transmission  and  distribution  lines  have  been  constructed,  appar- 
ently largely  for  the  purpose  of  holding  the  territory  as  against  a 
oompetiton 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  is  t^s  yet,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
in  a  development  period,  and  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  corpo- 
ration to  secure  large  additional  sums  of  money  in  order  to  de- 
velop the  territory  served  by  it.  The  return  herein  allowed  is,  in 
view  of  the  cost  of  bond  money,  a  generous  return,  and  will  be 
sufficient  to  induce  the  necessary  additional  capital  to.  invest  in 
the  business  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation.  In  my  opinion,  it 
is  far  wiser  and  more  straightforward  to  ask  for  a  generous 
return  than  to  try  to  secure  an  inflated  valuation. 

I  find  as  a  fact  that  the  sum  of  $804,363.20  is  a  fair,  just,  and 
reasonable  sum  to  be  received  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  as 
an  annual  return,  under  existing  conditions,  on  the  fair  value  of 
the  corporation's  prcqaerty. 
3.  Operating  Expenses. 

The  following  table  shows  the  operating  expenses  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation,  as  shown  in  -the  corporation's  annual  re- 
ports for  the  years  ending  December  31,  1913,  1914,  and  1915, 
and  reasonable  operating  expenses,  including  a  depreciation  an- 
nuity,  a9  determined  from  an  analysis  of  the  evidence  in  these 
proceedinga: 
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TABLE  No.  XXI. 
Operaftn^  Ewpensea  of  fifan  Joctquh^  Light  d  Power  Oorporafion  for  fhe  Tettta 
ISndinff  December  31,  191S,  IDI4,  and  1915,  and  Reasonable  Operating 
Expenees  Herein  Determined. 


ACQt, 
No. 


Account 


B-1. 

H-2. 

E-4. 

B-6. 

E-<. 
E-12. 
E-IS. 
E-14. 
E-15. 


Production  B»pen»e$, 

Supertntendence    

Water  collection  labor  and  expense 

Steam  generation  labor  .'. 

Fuel  

Steam  generator  supplies  ..... 

Electric  p^nt  labor   

Electric  plant  supplies  

Purchased  power   

General  labor  and  supplies   .. 


Total  production  operating  ex- 
penses     « 

E-H  Repairs  to  dams,  water  conduits 

and  penstocks   

■-17.  Repairs     to     power     plant     and 

buildings    

B-IB.  Repairs  to  hydro  equipment 

E-19.  Repairs  to  boilers  

E-ao.  Repairs    to    steam 

equipment   

E-23.  Repairs,     miscellaneous 

tfon    equipment 


power    plant 
prodttc- 


Total  production  maintenance 
expense  


Total  production  expanse  . 

Tratumisaion  Rwpeneee, 

B-24.  Superintendence    

B-26.  Inspecting   and    patrolling    ... 

E-a(.  BubstatfcNi    labor    

E-87.  Substation   supplies  and  expense 
B-28.  General  labor  and  supplies 


Total   transmission    operating 

expense   

£-29.  tlepairs,  overhead  trans,  system 
E-SL  Repairs,  sub.  bldg.  and  gen.  str. 
E-H  Repairs,  substation  equipment  .. 
S43.  Repairs,    misc.   trans,    equipment 

Total   trans,   maintenance   ex- 


Total  trans,  expenses  

DiatrihuOim  BxpeMet. 

B-M.  Snperlntcndence  

B-8S.  Substation  labor 

E-M.  Substa.  supplies  and  exp 

E-S7.  Storage  battery  lalror  

E-Sl  Storage  battery  supplies  and  ex- 


penses   

E-S9.  Setting  and  removing  trans,  and 
meters    

E-^  Inspectiag  and  patrolling  

B-4L  Electric  meter  operations  

E4S.  Commercial  arc  lalior 

B-4t.  Commercial  arc  supplies  and  re- 
pairs    

E-44.  Com*!  incan.  lamp  installation 
and  veoewala 

£-46w  InsfiectloB  and  repairs  of  con- 
sumers' installations  

E-46.  Municipal  street  arc  labor 

E-47.  Municipal  street  arc  supplies  .... 

E -48.  .General  labor  and  supplies  

Total  operating  expenses 

P.U.R.1916C. 


1918 


12.74A.7S 

110.460.52 

£.$49.88 

18.899.99 

815,r 

54,2T8.L 

8,968.06 


1216.121.79 

17.022.06 

1,669.96 
4.298.40 
2,511.10 

8,444.88 

766.10 


$18,686.00 


$284,817.79 


$100.76 

8.745.95 

2,781.09 

620.39 

2,612.61 


89,710.80 

$7,282.78 

1,875.87 

1.262.75 

770.08 


$11,190,881 


$20,901.78 


4.871.78 

6,542.96 

2,606.44 

21.32 


20.04 

5,888.18 

8,113.70 

9.783.82 

607.90 

208.00 

90.60 

16,096.62 
8,089.82 
1,2I2.«1 
2,084.74 


$64,560.87 


1914 


$2,666.80 
7.700.08 
5.TB6.00 
U,  545.51 

730, 

15,882. 

869.72 

344.98 

8,628.22 


$48,068.97 

$1,911.68 

2,003.72 
4.218.89 
1.807.35 

8,924.81 

429.81 


$12,796.71 


$61,830.68 

$203.66 

5,474.59 

8,574.81 

724.13 

6,829.02 


$16,306.11 
$9,514.73 

340.61 
4,277.69 

623.76 


$14,766.69 
$31,062.80 


7,015.29 
8,847.81 
4.489.86 


30,146.18 
3,466.^ 
12,773.1 
480.40 

139.15 

66.70 

80,449.18 
2,928.09 
1.286.92 
4,678.67 


$86,116.68 


lffl6 


$8,961.74 

7;888.26 

6.213.90 

6,146.21 

935.79 

15,732.96 

740.35 


8,709.98 


$44,848.18 

$2,260.14 

1.511.1^ 
8.541.43 
1.240.94 

634.26 

479.52 


$9,657.40 


$54,406.58 


$618.71 

6.140.17 

8.610.28 

840.87 

7,418.77 


$18,428.70 

$6,068.68 

62.71 

1.667.41 

537.26 


17,027.06 
$25,755.76 

u!ms7 

8,641.00 


11.751.68 

2,792.68 

11,414.12 

471.00 

82.16 

118.92 

19.282.25 
2,661. 
1.911.: 
5,768.96 


$79,208.48 


$8,982.00 
7.844.00 
8.242.00 

84.174.00 
1.335.00 

17,827.00 
925.00 


3.883.00 


$77,912.00 

$2,340.00 

1,779.00 
8,980.00 
1.686.00 

1,968.00 

597.00 


$12,330.00 


$80,262.00 


•$619.00 
6,140.00 
8,643.00 
841.00 
7,000.00 


$18,048.00 
$7,292.00 

800.00 
8,968.00 

658.00 


$tt,  718,00 

$29,761.00 

7,700.00 
U,  780.00 
8.986.00 


12.000.00 

2,800.00 

11,414.00 

471.00 

82.00 

120.00 

19.282.00 

m^ 

6,769.00 


$80,064.00 
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TABLE  No.  XXl.-^ontmued. 
Operatmg  Ewpense%  of.  8an  ^aquin  Light  d  Power  Oorpor€Ltum  for  the  Team 
Ending  December  31,  1913,  19 H,  and  1915,  and  Reasonable  Operating 
Expenses  Herein  Determined. 


Aoet. 
No. 


Account 


Distribution  Expenses— Continued. 

B-49.  Repairs,  substa.  bld^.  and  gen.  str. 

K-60.  Repairs,  aubsta.  equipmeDt  

£<5L  Repalj^a,  overhead  distrlb.  system 

£-62.  Repairs,  underground  distrib.  sys- 
tem   

K-53.  Repairs,  line  trans,  and  devices 

K-64.  Repairs,  electric  services 

E-65.  Repairs,  electric  meters  

E-66.  Repairs,  municipal  street  light- 
ing system  

E-67.  Repairs,  com'l  arc  lamps  

B-58.  Repairs,  installations  on  con- 
sumers* premises  

E-59.  Repairs,  miscellaneous  distrlb. 
equipment 


Total  distrlb. 
pense  


maintenance  ex- 


Total  distrib.  expenses 


Commercial  Expenses. 

JS-90.  New  business  expenses  , 

B-61.  Free  installation  expenses  ..... 
E-^.  Commercial    dept.    salaries    and 

expenses • 

B-63.  Commercial  dept  indexing  .... 

B-64.  Com'l  dept.  collections  

B-66.  Mlsc*  com'l  expenses  


Total  <2ommerclal  expenses ... 

Oensral   and   Miscellaneous   Expenses. 

E-66.  Salaries  of  general  ofllrers  

B-67.  Salaries  of  general  office  clerks  . . 
E-68.  Misc.  general  office  supplies  and 

expenses 

B-69.  Law  expenses— general   , 

E-7D.  Railroad  Com.  expcbses 

B-Tt.  Inluries  and  damages 

E-74.  Other  genoral  expenses  , 

E-75.  Insurance    


Total  general  operating  exp. . . 

B-7S.  Repairs  ;to  general  structures 

E-77  to  R-81.  Repairs  to  general  equip- 
ment    

E-82.  Repairs  to  telephone  lines 
E-83.  Repairs    to    roads,     trestles    and 
bridges 


E-W.  Blec.  exp.  transferred— Cr 

E-Se.  Undistributed    adjustments^ Bal- 
ances 


E-87.  Extraordinary  repairs  

B-88.  Repairs  charged  to  reserve— Cr... 

Total      general      maintenance 
expenses   


Total  general  and  miscellane- 
ous expenses 


B-W.  Taxes 


Taxes. 


1913 


I90O.67 

7.553.56 

16,269.06 


7,284.22 

2,133.70 

663.67 

1,628.69 


4.767 
1,103.62 


140,689.16 


196.260.08 


187,935.92 


19,215.10 

8,661.24 

1S,732.U 


;80, 468.09 


iw. 


,166.84 
1,727.46 


62,102.84 
4,840.40 
20.40 
4.999.92 
4.088.32 
8,213.42 


1153.648.10 


1381.38 

674.94 
6,168.92 

790.62 

^10.50 


7,811. S9 


thl»l.GS 


1152.626.47 


145,093.89 


1914 


6,399!71 
15,n7.1B 


6,796.94 
2.298.78 
3.362.32 

2,663.87 
22.02 

232.04 

966.30 


188,180.89 


1124,376.97 


132.175.42 
347.94 

17.678.61 
9.566.80 

17,807.82 
2,680.87 


$80,266.76 


140,232.88 
29,520.88 

49,967.16 

6.914.26 

66.00 

12.813.27 
2,920.78 
8,704.12 


1147,638.36 


1260.27 

739.88 
4.204.24 

977.30 

ne.os 

5,483.28 
11,417.82 
11,  W-^ 


$11,488.37 


$lfi».  186.72 


$67,789.31 


1915 


8.469ll6 
12.621.67 


6,360.57 
2^396.28 
2.544.14 

2,351.34 

8.87 

1,176.41 
3^186.96 


$31,889.32 


$110,597.76 


$32,009.89 
2,U8.65 

17.294.78 
8,869.02 

17.978.12 
4,104.60 


$82,874.96 

$85,079.61 
24,319.36 

51,JG67.63 

U'SSS 

21,270.67 

11,868.71 

2.882.49 

8,624.08 


$160,772.63 


$119.U 

737.96 
3,572.84 

896.41 

toe.w 

1.622.07 
4.S84.2D 


$6,140.49 


Operating 
expenses 
used  in  rate 
determi- 
nation^ 

$480.00 
5.81U.00 
26.067.00 

lO.OO 
7.881.00 
2.867.00 
2,598.00 

2.210.00 
lO.OO 

2.068.00 

1,U6.00 


$60,098.00 


$130,147.00 


$14,310.00 
2.U9.00 

30,993.00 
6. 808.00 

17,978.00 
1,000.00 


$71,008.00 

$36,000.00 
32.820.00 

60,800.00 
4,340.00 

i2:doo!oo 

$,090.00 


$142,620.00 


$300.00 

700.00 
4.667.00 


$6.867.00 
$148.0W.O0 
$78,704.00 


P.U.R.1910C. 
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TABLS  No.  XXI^— Confmued. 

OperaHng  Bwpenf  of  Ban  Joaquin  Lighi  4  P&ioer  OorporaiUm  for  the  7ear9 
Ending  December  31,  1913,  1914^  ojnd  1915»  and  Rea$onaUe  Operating 
Expenses  Herein  Determined. 


Ko. 


AocoQnt 


B-98.  Amortization    of   franchises    and 

and  patepta  

E-93.  Depreciation  of  plant  and  equip- 
ment 


transmission 


a.  Depreciation,  production  cap- 

ital   

b.  Depreciation, 

capital   ... 

c.  Depreciation,         diatrlbution 

capital   ;.... 

d.  Depreciation,  general  ^capital 

Total  aeneral  amortlasatkin  of 

itSI  ... 


capital 


ItecapHulation  of  Expenses. 

Production  expense  ;.. 

Transmission  expenses  

Distribution  expenses  

Commercial  expenses  • 

General    and    miscellaneous    ex- 
penses  ....rf.... 

Taxes    

Oaseral  amortteatlon  st  capital  I 


Total  operation  expenaaa 
E-108.  tJncollectable   blfis    


Grand  total  expenses 


1«18 


$42,722.10 

32,622.03 

60,899.74 
M9.88 


$125,309.99 


102,U6.«7 

45.093.09 

ia&,  809.99 


*^1:i§l:S 


$774,394.72 


1914 


133,872.98 

25.806.01 

46,953.71 
l«a21.M 


$167,963.79 


109,126.n 

67,789.31 

]07.9D8«19 


$636,068.91 
4.868.85 


$640,922.76 


1915 


$27,420.06 

22,147.67 

41,421.19 
2,618^ 


$93,607.30 


110.697.75 
82,874.96 

166,913.12 
81,361.91 
98,607.30 


$618,947.66 

4.850.00 


$623.747.66 


Opiating 

expenses 

used  In  rate 

detennioa- 

tion 


$16.00 
144,619,00 


$144,535.00 


^ 


262,00 
_  .761.09 
130.147.00 

lalM.oo 

m,  463.10 
78,569,00 
144.686.00 


S6.00 

458.00 


$692.193.00 


There  are  a  number  of  matters  in  connection  with  the  operat- 
ing expenses  herein  determined  to  which  it  will  be  well  to  draw 
attention.  The  operating  cxpensea  heretofore  obtaining  h&^« 
been  increased  by  reason  of  the  order  herein  requiring  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation  to  maintain  all  the  transformers  on  its 
system,  and  also  to  enable  the  corporation  to  take  care  of  addi- 
tional steam-generator  expenditures  which  it  will  be  necessary 
to  incur  in  connection  with  the  additional  electric  energy  herein 
assumed  to  be  sold.  The  operating  expenses  have  been  decreased 
over  the  normal  operating  expenses  heretofore  incurred,  by  rea- 
son of  the  decrease  in  meter  expense,  due  to  the  abolition  of  the 
maximum  demand  system  in  so  far  as  agricultural  power  consum- 
ers are  concerned.  Substantial  reductions  have  also  been  made  in 
the  expense  hitherto  charged  to  the  account  of  "Railroad  Com- 
mission Expense,"  for  the  reason  that  the  expense  shown  for  the 
year  1915  is  abnormally  high.  A  reduction  has  also  been  made 
in  the  item  of  new  business  expenses,  for  the  reason  that  the  new 
business  expenses  of  San  Joaquin  corporation  have  been  unduly 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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high  in  comparisoa  with  the  aanount  of  new  business  secured  bv 
the  corporation  and  to  be  anticipated  in  the  near  future.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  commercial  department  salaries  and  expenses 
have  been  increased  to  a  more  normal  amount 

Provision  is  also  made  under  the  head  of  ^'Operating  Expen- 
ses" for  amounts  properly  chargeable  to  maintenance  in  connec- 
tion with  the  reconstruction  of  transmission  and  distribution 
lines  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  chapter  499  of  the  Laws 
of  1911  and  chapter  600  of  the  Laws  of  1915. 
4.  Depreciaii&n  Annuity. 

[22,  23]  The  amount  reasonably  to  be  allowed  as  a  deprecia- 
tion annuity  is  shown  in  table  No.  XX. 

The  annuity  is  computed  on  the  6  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis. 
The  testimony  shows  that  the  depreciation  reserve  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation  is  regularly  invested  in  plant,  on  which 
plant  a  return  of  8  per  cent  is  herein  b^ing  allowed.  In  view  of 
the  return  thus  allowed  on  this  fund,  the  contention  of  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation  that  a  return  of  only  4  per  cent  shall  be 
assumed  on  the  depreciation  fund  does  not  seem  reasonable. 
6.  Cost  of  Service. 

The  following  table  shows  the  cost  of  service  of  the  San  Joa- 
quin corporation's  electric  business,  as  shown  by  die  evidence  in 
these  proceedings: 
p.njt.i9i«o. 
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f 

6.  Discriminations. 

The  evidence  herein  shows  that  discrimination  has  existed  to 
a  considerable  extent  as  to  the  rates  charged  to  individual  con- 
sumers in  the  same  general  class,  particularly  industrial  power 
and  commercial  lighting  consumers.  These  discriminations  have 
been  largely  due  to  special  contracts  and  to  deviations  from  pub- 
lished rates.  The  rates  herein  established  will  be  of  uniform  ap- 
plication, and  will  eliminate  all  such  discriminations. 

The  discriminations  resulting  from  the  varying  applications 
of  the  maximum  d^nahd  system  of  rating  as  applied  to  agri- 
cultural power  consumers  will  be  eliminated  by  the  substitution 
of  the  connected  load  rating  system  herein  established. 

7.  Agricultural  Power. 

I  shall  now  discuss  the  various  classes  of  service  rendered  by 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation  with  a  brief  reference,  where  nec- 
essary, to  the  existing  rates  and  a  statement  of  the  rates  herein 
established. 

By  far  the  largest  number  of  complaints  in  these  proceedings 
have  been  directed  to  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  agrictdtural 
power  rates.  These  complaints  were  directed  to  the  corpora- 
tion's contracts  for  this  class  of  service,  the  maximum  demand 
system,  and  the  method  of  its  application,  and  the  rates  under 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  various  types  of  agricultural  pow- 
er contracts.  The  complaints  with  reference  to  the  provisions  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  contracts,  and  also  with  reference 
to  the  maximum  demand  system,  have  already  been  considered 
herein. 

The  following  table  shows,  in  summary  form,  the  agricultural 
power  rates  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  segregated  into  the 
standard  flat  rates  and  the  colonization  rates: 
P.U.R.lWdO. 
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V 

TABLE  No.  XXITI. 

Freaent  Agricultural  Power  Rates  of  San  Joaquin  Light  d  Power  Corporation 
— Standard  Flat  Rates  and  Colonization  Rates. 

StANDAIO)  FUkT  Ratbs. 

(a)  Continuous  use  each  month  of  the  year.     Service  delivered  at  primary 

voltage  of  11,000,  4,000,  or  2,200,  at  company's  option. 

$4.16§  per  month  per  horse  power  of  minimum  demand. 

Installations  operated  each  month  ci  the  year,  but  restricted  to  cer- 
tain hours  of  use,  $3  per  month  per  horse  power  of  maximum  de- 
mand. 

(b)  Seasonal  serviee:     Restricted  to  certain  months'  use.    Service  delivered 

at  11,000,  4/)00,  or  2,200  volts  at  the  company's  option. 


Datty  period 
ot  operation 

Rate  per 
hotiepow'r 
per  calen- 
dar mo. 

February  1  to  July  31  (6  months)   

24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Dayl^ht  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

$ft.20 

March  1  to  July  31   (5  months)    

5.55 

April  1  to  July  31  (4  months)   .-r 

May  1  to  July  31  ( 3  months)    

9.25 
7.50 

June  X  to  .July  31  ^2  months)   '» 

11.25 

July  1  to  July  31  ( 1  month )   

22.50 

FelAruarv  1  to  Julv  31  (6  months)    

3.75 

March  1  to  July  31  (5  months)   

4.00 

April  1  to  July  31  { 4  months)    

4.50 

May  1  to  July  31  ( 3  months)   

5.50 

Jun9  \  to  J"Jy  31  ( 2  months)   ........  t  t  - ... « 

8.25 

July  1  to  July  31  (1  month)    

16.50 

{c)  Seasonal  service:    Restricted  to  certain  months'  use.    Service  delivered 
at  11,000,  4,000,  or  2,200  volts  at  company's  option. 


Period  of  year 

Dally  pedod 
of  operation 

Rate  per 
horaepow'i 
per  calen- 
dar mo. 

February  1  to  September  30  (8  months)   

March  1  to  September  30  (7  months)   

April  1  to  September  30  (6  months) 

24  hours 

.24  hours 

.  24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

24  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

Daylight  hours 

$5.46 
5.75 
6.25 

May  1  to  September  30  (5  months)   

6.25 

June  1  to  September  30  ( 4  months )    

6.25 

July  1  to  September  30  (3  months)   

7.50 

August  1  to  September  30  ( 2  months)    

September  1  to  September  30  ( 1  month)   

February  1  to  September  30  (8  months)   

March  1  to  September  30  (7  months)    

April  1  to  September  30  (6  months)    

11.25 

22.50 

3.94 

4.14 

4.50 

iiay  1  to  September  30  (5  months)    

4.50 

June  1  to  September  30  (4  months)   

4.50 

July  1  to  September  30  (3  months)   

5.50 

August  1  to  September  30  (2  months)    

8.25 
10.60 

tfinimmn  guaranty:     The  consumer  shall  pay  for  at  least  76  per  cent  of 
the  manufacturer's  rated  capacil^  of  motors  mstalled.    . 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Colonization  Bates. 

(1)  Continuous  uae  each  month  of  the  year: 

Delivered  at  primary  voltage  of  11,000,  4,000,  or  2,000  volts  at  com- 
pany's option. 

Installations  under  20  horae  power,  2  eents  per  kilowatt  hour  used 
monthly. 

Installations  over  20  horse  power,  1^  oents  per  kilowatt  hour  used 
monthfy. 

Minimum  charge:     $1  per  month,  per  horse  power  installed. 

Minimum  montiily  bill:     $1.60. 

Minimum  term:  The  consumer  must  sign  a  five-year  contract.  Hie 
above  rate,  however,  only  continues  for  two  years,  at  the  end  of 
which  time  the  consumer  is  placed  on  tlie  company's  regular  annual 
flat  rate  agricultural  schedtne. 

(2)  Seasonal  service:     Restricted  to  certain  hours  of  use. 

Delivered  at  11,000,  4,000,  or  2,000  volts  at  con^paoy's  option. 

Installations  under  25  horse  power,  2^  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  used 
monthly. 

Installations  over  25  horse  power,  2  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  used 
monthly. 

Minimum  guaranty:  Eighty  nine,  ten,  or  eleven  months'  use,  $1.50 
per  horse  power  pear  month;  seven  months'  use,  $1.75  per  horse 
power  per  month;  six  months'  use,  or  less,  $2  per  horse  power  per 
month. 

Minimum  term:  The  consimier  must  sign  a  five-year  contract.  Tlie 
above  rate,  however,  only  continues  two  years.  For  the  remaining 
three  years  of  his  contract  the  consumer  is  placed  on  the  company's 
regular  annual  flat-rate  schedule.  Under  this  schedule  the  con- 
sumer is  restricted  to  the  following  hours  of  use  for  the  first  two 
years  of  his  contract: 

JanuiCry  From  12 :01  a.  m.  to  4 :40  p.  m. 

February From  12 :01  A,  M.  to  5 :25  P.  ic, 

March Continuously 

April Continuously 

May    Continuously 

June Continuously 

July Continuously 

August Continuously 

September   Continuously 

October    From  12 :01  a.  x.  to  5 :00  r.  U. 

November From  12 :01  A.  x.  to  4 : 30  p.  M. 

December From  12 :01  A.  M.  to  4 :20  P.  H. 

A  large  number  of  farmers  in  these  proceedings  complained  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  agricultural  power  rates.  These 
complainants  insisted  that  with  the  prevailing  prices  of  alfalfa  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  make  a  profit  under  the  existing  rates 
for  power.  .  The  evidence  shows  that  in  the  year  1914,  the  prioe 
of  alfalfa  was  lower  than  it  had  been  for  many  years,  but  that 
during  the  year  1915  the  price  recovered  somewhat.  The  evi- 
dence further  shows  that  there  are  a  large  number  of  gas  engines 
in  the  territory  served  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  and  that 
these  engines  are  a  very  strong  competitor  of  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation.  A  number  of  farmers  testified  that  if  it  were  not 
for  the  five-year  contracts  which  they  had  signed  with  the  San 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Joaquin  corporation^  tbey  would  take  op.t  ih^ir  electric  motors, 
and  install  gasolene  engines.  The  San  Joaquin  corporation,  in. 
its  brief,  frankly  admits  the  effectiveness  of  this  competition, 
and  states  that  it  does  not  desire  any  increase  in  its  agricultural 
power  rates,  although  the  corporation  claims  that  the  present 
rates  for  agricultural  power  service  are  below  the  cost  of  service. 
It  should  be  said,  at  this  point,  that  the  claim  of  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation,  that  it  has  an  average  investment  of  $1,400  in  dis- 
tributing system  for  each  agricultural  power  consumer  and  that 
its  agricultural  power  rates  are  below  the  cost  of  service,  is  not 
borne  out  by  the  evidence  herein. 

I  have  given  very  careful  consideration  to  the  question  whether 
the  $50  per  horse  power  annual  flat  rate  could  be  reduced  with 
justice  to  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  and  have  reached  the  eon- 
elusion,  after  a  detailed  exanunation  of  the  evidence  herein,  that 
a  fair  and  reasonable  rate  far  this  service  would  be  $42.30  per 
horse  power  of  coiuiected  load  per  annum. 

I  desire,  however,  to  draw  specific  attention  to  the  fact  that  by 
far  the  largest  number  of  agricultural  power  consumers  under 
this  system  do  not  need  continuous  service  during  the  full  twelve 
months,  and  that  they  ordinarily  do  not  use  electric  energy  for  a 
term  in  excess  of  from  seven  to  nine  months.  I  am  of  the  opin- 
ion that  nearly  all  the  agricultural  power  consumers  under  this 
systehi  would  effect  a  substantial  saving  by  taking  a  seasonal 
contract,  permitting  them  to  use  power  for  from  seven  to  nine 
months.  Although,  if  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  must  stand 
ready  to  deliver  electric  energy  for  pumping  purposes  during 
each  day  of  the  year,  the  rate  for  siwh  service  must  necessarily 
be  relatively  high,  the  needs  of  the  farmer  can,  with  entire  jus- 
tice to  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  be  taken  care  of  by  the  much 
cheaper  seven  to  nine  months'  seasonal  rate.  Just  and  reasonable 
seasonal  rates  for  agricultural  power  service,  sufficiently  flexible 
so  that  they  can  be  used  advantageously  by  the  farmer,. will  be 
established  herein. 

Any  farmer  who  at  the  present  time  is  taking  service  under  the 
annual  $50  per  horae  power  flat  rate  may  change  over  to  one  of 
the  seasonal  rates  herein  established,  if  he  so  desires. 

The  following  rates  are  hereby  found  to  be  just  and  reason*. 
P.U.H.1916C.  6S 
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able  rates  to  be  chained  by  San  Joaquin  corporation  for  agrir 
cultural  power  service: 

TABLE  No.  XXIV. 
Agricultural  Service,  Contract  Flat  Rate9. 

Applicable  to  all  agricultural  or  rural  power  and  other  eeryke  limited 
only  by  the  demand  upon  the  company's  system.  Service  will  normally  be 
supplied  at  110  or  220  volts. 

One  month's  service  $7M  per  horse  power 

Two  months'  service  12.16  per  horse  power 

Three  months'  service 18.45  per  horse  power 

Four  months'  service  v. . . .  20.25  per  horse  power 

Five  months'  service 23.65  per  horse  power 

Six  months'  service   26.80  per  horse  power 

Seven  months'  service 29.75  per  horse  power 

Eight  pionths'  service 32.50  per  horse  power 

Nine  months'  service   «...   35.10  per  horse  power 

Ten  months'  service   37.60  per  horse  power 

Kleven  months'  service    40.00  per  horse  power 

Twelve  months'  service   •....* 42.30  per  horse  power 

The  above  flat  rates  are  based  upon  the  connected  load  in  motors  or  other 
utilization  equipment  which  can  be  connected  at  any  one  time'  to  the  com- 
pany's supply  system.  Under  normal  oonditions  meters  will  not  be  installed 
by  the  company  on  strictly  flat-rate  business,  but  at  the  consumer's  request 
demand  indicating  and  watt-hour  meters  will  be  supplied  at  a  charge  of  $7iK> 
per  year  or  fraction  thereof,  and  the  flat-rate  charges  per  horse  power  of 
connected  load  will  be  readjusted  on  the  basis  of  94  per  cent  demand  factor. 

The  minimum  bill  under  these  rates  will  be  the  flat  rate  for  one  horse, 
power. 

TABLE  No.  XXIV. 
Agricultural  Service,  Noncontract  Flat  Rate9, 
Applicable  to  all  agricultural  or  rural  power  and  other  sendee  limited 
only  by  the  demand  upon  the  company's  system.    Service  will  normally  be 
supplied  at  110  or  220  volts.  > 

First  month's  service  $7.00  per  horse  power 

Second  month's  service   5.15  per  horse  power 

Third  month's  service 4.30  per  horse  power 

Fourtii  month's  service  3.S0  per  horse  power 

Fiftl^  month's  service  3.40  per  horse  power 

Sixth  month's  service  3.15  per  horse  power 

Seventh  month's  service * 2.95  per  horse  power 

Eighth  month's  service 2.75  per  horse  power 

Ninth  month's  service   2.60  per  horse  pow^* 

Tenth  month's  service   2.50  per  horse  power 

Eleventh  month's  service 2.40  per  horse  power 

Twelfth  month's  service   2.30  per  horse  power 

[24]  The  consumer  taking  service  under  these  rates  will  be  reqtiired  to 
pay  for  the  cost  of  the  initial  service  connection,  and  also  the  cost  of  any 
subsequent  disconnections  and  reconnections  made  at  his  request. 

The  above  flat  rates  are  based  upon  the  connected  load  in  motors  or  other 
utilization  equipment  which  can  be  connected  at  any  one  time  to  the  com- 
pany's supply  system.  Under  normal  conditions  meters  will  not  be  installed 
by  the  company  on  strictly  flat-rate  business,  but  at  the  consumer's  request 
demand  indicating  and  watt-hour  meters  will  be  supplied  at  a  chaiige  of 
$7.50  per  year  or  fraction  thereof,  and  the  flat-rate  charges  per  horse  power 
ot  connected  load  will  be  readjusted  on  the  basis  of  94  per  cent  demand 
factor.  ' 

The  minimum  bill  under  these  rates  wiU  be  the  flat  rate  for  one  horse 
power. 
P.U.R.lOlflC. 
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TAbLE  No.  XXrV. 
AgriouUural  ServioiB,  Meter  Raiet, 

Applicable  to  all  agricultural  or  rural  power  and  other  service  limited 
only  oy  the  demand  upon  the  Company's  system.  Service  will  normally  be 
supplied  at  110  or  220  volts. 

OONTBACT  BaSIB. 

Demand  charge  for  one  month's  service  $4.50  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  two  months'  service 7.60  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  three  months*  service 9.80  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  four  months'  service 11.76  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  five  months'  service 13«45  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  six  months'  service   15.00  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  seven  months'  service   16.40  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  eight  months'  service 17.70  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  nine  months'  service   18.90  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  toot  months'  service i  • . .  20.00  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  ^evoi  months'  service 21.05  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  twelve  months'  service  ^  22.05  per  horse  power 

To  the  demand  charge,  which  is  payable  in  equal  monthly  instalments, 
shall  be  added  the  following  energy  charge:  Energy  charge,  $.005  per  kilo- 
watt hour. 

NONOONTBAOT  BASIS. 

Demand  charge  for  first  month's  service   $4.50  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  second  month's  service  3.00  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  third  month's  service 2.30  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  fourth  month's  service 1.95  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  fifth  month's  service  1.70  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  sixth  month's  service 1.55  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  iot  seventh  month's  service 1.40 -per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  eighth  month's  service   1.30  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  ninth  month's  service   1.20  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  fc^  tenth  month's  aerviee 1.10  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  eleventh  month^s  service  .......  1.05  per  horse  power 

Demand  charge  for  twelfth  month^s  service 1.00  per  horse  power 

To  the  demand  charge  shall  be  added  the  following  energy  charge :  Energy 
charge,  $.005  per  kilowatt  hour. 

The  consumer  taking  service  tmder  noncontract  rates  will  be  required  to 
pay  for  the  cost  of  the  imitial  service  ccmnection,  and  also  the  cost  of  any 
aab«equent  disconnections  or  reconnections  made  at  hie  re^e^t 

The  demand  charges  under  this  schedule  are  based  on  the  connected  load  in 
motors  or  other  utilization  equipment  which  can  be  connected  at  any  one 
time  to  the  company's  supply  system,  and  the  meters  regularly  suppli^  are 
of  the  recording  watt-hour  type.  At  the  consumer's  request,  however,  the 
company  will  furnish  and  install  demand-indicating  instruments  at  a  rate  of 
$3  per  year  or  fraction  thereof,  and  base  the  demand  charge  upon  the  meas- 
ured monthly  maximum  demand,  in  which  case  the  demand  charges  will  be 
readjusted  on  the  basis  of  94  per  cent  demand  factor. 

The  minimimd  bill  will  be  the  demand  charge  for  od.(9  horse  power. 

8.  OU'Well  Power. 

!N'o  complaint  was  made  in  these  proceedings  with  reference 
to  San  Joaquin  corporation's  oil-well  power  rates. 

I  find  that  the  following  rates  are  just  and  reasonable  rates 
to  be  charged  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  for  oil-well  power 
service : 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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TABLE  Na  ZXV. 
Special  Oil  Fields  Rate,  Metered  Bervioe. 

Applicable  to  all  power  service  supplied,  for  or  in  connection  with  iJie 
development  and  operation  of  oil  wells  or  oil-production  equipment.  Service 
will  be  furnished  either  at  220  or  440  volts. 

$2.75  per  month  per  kilowatt  of  maximum  demand,  to  which  charge  shall 
be  added  an  energy  charge  of  oiichalf  (|)  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all 
electric  energy  supplied. 

Under  this  rate  demand  indicators  and  watt-hour  meters  will  in  all  cases 
be  installed  and  maintained  by  the  company  at  the  point  of  delivery. 

9.  Mining  Power. 

No  complaint  was  made  in  these  proceedings  with  reference  to 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  mining  power  rates. 

The  indufitrial  power  rates  herein  established  will  be  appli- 
cable to  the  mining-power  business,  so  that  it  is  unnecessary  to 
establish  a  special  mining  power  rate. 

10.  Industrial  Power. 

No  complaint  was  made  with  reference  to  Ae  industrial  power 
rates  of  the  San  Joaquin  corporation.  An  examination  of  these 
rates,  particularly  of  the  special  contracts  and  deviations  from 
published  rates,  however,  shows  that  considerable  discrimination 
exists  with  reference  to  the  rates  for  this  class  of  service  as 
between  individual  consumers*  These  discriminations  wiU  be 
eliminated  by  the  rates  herein  established. 

I  find  that  the  following  rates  are  just  and  reasonable  rates  to 
be  charged  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  for  industrial  power 
service : 

TABLBNo,  XXVI. 
(jhneral  Power  Rate,  Metered  Bervioe. 

Applicable  to  aH  industrial,  commercial,  and  other  power  installations  of 
not  more  than  20  horse  power  installed  capacity  receiving  energy  at  110  or 
220  volts  at  the  consumer's  option.  Single  phase  or  three  phase  service  at 
option  of  company. 

Four  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  first  200  kilowatt  hoars  consumed  dur- 
ing any  month. 

Two  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  energy  used  during  any  month  in 
excess  of  200  kilowatt  hours. 

Minimum  monthly  charge,  $1  per  horse  power. 

Minimum  monthly  bill,  $1. 
P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


E.  BAKERSFIELD  IMP.  ASSO.  V.  SAN  JOAQUIN  L.  &  P.  CORP.       917 

TABLE  No.  XXVI. 

Induitfial  JPoioef  Rat€9,  Metered  SeriHoe. 

A]^ticable  to  all  dMws  ol  power  iiulallations  not  otherwise  gpeotfleaUj 

provided  for  in  separate  schedules. 
Inetnttationa  of  Ke9«  than  2%  Horee  p&^t}er, 
flM  per  month  per  horse  power,  oonnected  to  which  charge  shall  he  added 
an  energy  charge  of  one-naif  (i)  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  electric 
eneigy  supplied. 
Minimum  monthly  bill,  $5. 

Installatione  im  ewoeee  of  20  horse  power. 
$2.50  per  month  per  kilowatt  of  measured  maximmn  demand,  to  which 

diarge  shall  be  added  an  energy  dhai^e  of  four  tenths  ol  1  cent  ($0,004) 

per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  energy  supplied. 
Minimum  monthly  bill,  $20. 

On  small  installations  where  the  demand  charge  is  based  on  the  connected 
load  ordinary  recording  wattrhour  meters  are  regularly  supplied  by  the  com- 
pany. At  the  consumer's  request,  however,  demand  mdicating  instruments 
will  be  supplied  at  an  additkmal  dharge  of  2d  cctata  per  month,  sad  in  which 
case  the  rate  will  be  based  on  the  measured  monthly  maximum  demand,  and 
the  demand  charge  will  be  readjusted  on  thei  basis  ol  79  per  cent  demand 
factor. 

11.  Oommercial  Lighting^ 

Oonsidwable  complaint  was  made  against  the  San  Joaquin 
corporation's  commercial  lighting  rates.  These  complaints  were 
directed  both  against  the  reaaonabl^ieefl  of  the  rates  now  in  effect 
and  the  method  of  determining  the  maximum  demand* 

Provision  for  the  elimination  of  the  complaints  with  reference 
to  the  maximum  demand  system  has  already  been  made.  As 
hereinbefore  provided,  the  maximum  demand  must  be  a  demand 
for  the  period  for  which  bills  are  normally  paid,  and  not  for 
the  entire  year.  Provision  has  already  been  made  that  the  maxi- 
mum demand  in  this  class  of  service  must  be  taken  by  countinu- 
ous  readings  of  at  least  fifteen  minutes. 

A  careful  study  of  the  cost  of  service  shows  that  the  rates  here- 
tofore in  effect  for  this  class  of  service  have  been  too  high,  and 
that  the  rates  should  be  reduced.  The  rates  at  present  charged 
for  commercial  lighting  service  appear  in  the  same  schedule  of 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation  which  applies  also  to  residential 
lighting  service.  These  rates  appear  in  table  No.  XXVII.  under 
the  head  of  '^Residence  Lighting.^' 

The  rates  to  be  charged  by  the  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power 
Corporation  for  commercial  lighting  service  will  appear  in  table 
No.  XXVIII.,  showing  lighting  rates  herein  established. 

12.  Residence  Lighting. 

Some  complaint  was  also  made  with  reference  to  the  reason- 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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ableness  of  the  residence  lighting  rates  of  the  San  Joaquin  cor- 
poration.  The  Commission'a  attention  was  further  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  under  the  San  Joaquin  corporation's  rate  schedules 
on  file  with  this  Commission,  the  residence  lighting  rates  should 
be  determined  in  accordance  with  the  maximum  demand  system. 
The  San  Joaquin  corporation,  however,  testified  that  in  actual 
practice  it  did  not  apply  the  maximum  demanid  system  to  ita 
residence  lighting  service. 

I  find  that  there  is  no  justification  for  the  maximum  demand 
system  in  connection  with  the  residence  lighting  business  of  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation,  and  that  a  proper  schedule  of  residence 
lighting  rates  to  be  charged  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation 
should  be  based  on  a  block  system  of  charges. 

The  following  table  shows  the  lighting  rates  of  San  Joaquin 
corporation  now  in  eflFect: 

TABLE  No.  XXVn. 
Present  Lighting  Rates  of  San  n^oaquin  Light  do  Poi/oer  Corporation. 

Based  on  the  amount  of  energy  consumed  each  month  per  kUowatt  of 
maximum  demand,  except  in  the  case  of  domestic  consumers,  where  the 
maximum  rate  in  each  schedule  is  charged. 
Oil  Districts  of  Western  Kern  County. 

First    60  kw.  hrs.  10  cents  per  kw.'  hr. 

Next   150  kw.  hrs.    5  cents  per  kw.  hr.  (Schedule  No.  1.) 

Over   210  kw.  hrs.    3  cents  per  kw.  hr. 
Mariposa  District. 

First    45  kw.  hrs.    9  cents  per  kw.  hr. 

Next   150  kw.  hrd.    4  cents  per  kw.  hr.  (Schedule  No.  4.) 

Orer    196  kw.  hrs.    2  cents  per  kw.hr* 
Balance  of  Territory. 

First    60  kw.  hrs.     8  cen'.a  per  kw.  hr.  '  '   ' 

Next  150  kw.  hrs.    4  cents  per  kw.  hr.  (Schedule  No.  S^) 

Over    210  kw.  hrs.     2  cents  per  kw.  hr. 

Discounts:     The  following  discounts  allowed  on  monthly  billst 
$50  to  $100  (inclusive),  10  per  cent  discount. 
$100.01  to  $200  (inclusive),  15  per  cent  discount. 
$200.01  to  $300  (inclusive),  20.  per  cent  discount. 
Over  $300,  25  per  cent  discount. 

Note. — ^No  discounts  allowed  for  ^rvice  supplied  in  oonneotion  witii  the 
development  of  oil  wells,  but  optional  flat  rate  of  40  cents  per  60  watt 
lamp  connected  is  offered.     (Schedules  Nos.  2  and  3.) 

Minimum  charge,  all  districts  $1  per  meter  per  months 

Terms:.  Contracts  required  only  in  cases  where  service  extensions  are 
necessary. 

Electric-sign  lighting:  The  above  energy  rates  apply  to  electric-sign  li^^t- 
ing  in  the  district  named.  Installations  in  excess  of  325  watts  must  be  on 
separate  meters.  Minimum'  charge:  $6  pei^  kiloiwatt  of  maicimum  demand. 
(Schedules  Nos.  6;,  7  and  8.) 

[25]  The  Merchants  Association  of  Fresno  drew  attention  to 
the  minimum  of  $1  per  month  charged  by  the  San  Joaquin 
.corporation  in  coni^eetioi^  with  its  residence  Jighting  service. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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I 

After  careful  examination  of  the  evidence  herein,  I  have  reached 
the  conclusion  that  a  reasonable  minimum  for  residence  lighting 
service  charged  by  San  Joaquin  corporation  is  75  cents  per  meter 
per  month. 

I  find  that  the  following  rates  are  just  and  reasonable  rates  to 
be  charged  by  San  Joaquin  corporation  for  lighting  service: 

TABLE  No.  XXVIII. 
General  Domestic  Lighting  Rate,  Metered  Service* 

Applicable  to  domestic  and  small  commercial  lighting,  heating,  and  power 
installations  of  less  than  five  kilowatt  capacity. 

First  20  kilowatt  hours  per  month   8  cents  per  kilowatt  hour 

Over   20  kilowatt  hours  per  month   4.  cents  per  kMowatt  hour 

Minimum  monthly  charge,  75  cents  per  meter. 

Oeneral  Commercial  Lighting  Rate,  Metered  Service, 

Applicable  to  all  commercial,  industrial,  sign  outline  and  ol^er  lighting 
installations,  and  to  small  power  and  ajj^pUances  used  in  connection  with 
lighting  service. 

$2.25  per  month  .mt  kilowatt  of  measured  maximum  demand^  to  which 
charge  shall  be  added  an  energy  charge  of  one  (1)  cent  per  metered  kilowatt 
hour  for  all  electric  energy  consumed. 

Minimum  monthly  bill,  $2.50. 

Watt  demand  indicators  and  watt-hour  meters  will  in  all  cases  be  in- 
Stalled  and  maintained  by  the  company  at  its  own  expense  under  this  rate; 

13.  Street  Lighting, 

No  complaint  was  made  in  these  proceedings  with  reference 
to  municipal  street  lighting  rates,  but  the  Commission's  attention 
was  directed  to  the  rate  charged  in  connection  with  public  light- 
ing in  the  county  courthouse  park,  in  TVesiio.  It  was  shown 
that  the  public  lighting  service  in  connection  with  the  courthouse 
park  is  being  paid  for  at  a  much  higher  rate  than  public  lighting 
in  the  streets  of  the  various  municipalities  served  by  the  San 
Joaquin  corporation.  This  discrimination  will  be  eliminated  by 
the  reduction  in  the  rate  charged  to  the  county  of  Fresno  in  con- 
nection with  the  courthouse  park. ' 

I  find  that  the  following  rates  are  just  and  reasonable  rates  to 
be  charged  by  San  Joaquin  corporation  for  ptiblic  out-of-door 
lighting  service:  ' 
P.U.B.1916C.  '  ' 
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TABLE  No.  XXIX. 

Public  Outdoor  Lighting  Service, 

^  This  schedule  of  rates  applies  to  all  street,  highway,  and  other  public 
outdoor  lighting  coming  under  the  following  classes  of  service,  and  inckides 
installation  and  all  maintenance  and  operation  and  lamp  renewals  neces- 
sary fpr  such  service. 

1.  Luminous  Area:  Rate-^ 

$33  per  lamp  per  year  plus  45  cents  per  100  lamp  hours;   payable 
monthly. 

2.  Inclosed  Carbon  Arcs:  Rate — 

$31.80  per  lamp  per  year  plus  45  cents  per  100  lamp  hours. 
3    Series  or  Miiltiple  100  Watt  Tungsten  Incandescent  Lamps — 

$10.20  per  lamp  per  year  plus  15  cents  per  100  lamp  hours;  payable 
monthly. 
4.  Series  or  Multiple  60  Watt  Tungsten  Incandescent  Lamps — 

$13.40  per  lamp  per  year  plus  10  cents  ^er  lamp  hour;  payable  monthly. 
In  addition  to  the  rates  hereinbefore  established,  the  order  herein  will 
establish   additional   rates   for   special   substation   service  and   for   special 
transmission  service. 

14.  Contract  ivith  ML  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Company. 

The  Commission's  attentioii  was  drawn  by  the  Mt  Whitney 
Power  &  Electric  Company  to  a  contract  dated  March  5^  1912, 
between  San  Joaquin  Light  &  Power  Corporation  and  Tulare 
County  Power  Company,  and  to  a  supplemental  agreement  dated 
April  7,  1915,  between  the  same  parties.  When  the  Mt  Whit- 
ney company  acquired  the  properties  of  Tulare  County  Power 
Company,  it  assumed  this  contract 

The  agreement  of  March  5,  1912,  provided  that  the  Tulare 
County  Power  Company  should  receive  such  electric  energy  as  it 
might  require,  not  to  exceed,  1,500  kilowatts,  and  pay  for  the 
same  at  the  rate  of  $3.33^  per  calendar  month  for  each  horse 
power  furnished,  with  a  minimum  payment  of  $3,333.33  per 
month  in  any  event. 

The  Mt  Whitney  company  contends  that  this  is  an  unreason- 
able and  unnecessary  contract  from  its  point  of  view,  and  draws 
attention  to  the  fact  that  its  production  system  is  at  the  ]p|[esent 
time  sufficient  to  take  care  of  its  entire  load  during  the  entire 
year.    Although  the  Mt  Whitney  oompany  would  pay  for  %» 
electric  energy  supplied  under  this  contract,  under  ideal  coc 
ditions,  approximately  $.0069  per  kilowatt  hour,  the  Mt  Whit- 
ney oompany  draws  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  can  generate 
additional  electric  energy  in  its  Eaweah  plant  No.  3  at  the  ad- 
ditional  cost  of  only  the  tax  paid  to  the  Federal  government, 
amounting  to  \  mill  per  kilowatt  hour,  while  in  the  summer  time 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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additional  electric  energy  can  be  gemeratoi  in  the  Mt.  Wlii42iey 
company's  steam  planta. 

Exhibit  No.  1,  In  Ee  Tulare  County  Power  Company  core 
tract)  presented  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation,  shows  that  the 
revenue  derived  from  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  under  this 
contract,  undeor  the  most  ideal  conditions,  woidd  be  only  $478^98 
in  excess  of.  the  cost  of  service,  and  that  under  ordinary  condi- 
tions the  revenue  would  be  materially  leas  than  the  cost  of  serv- 
ice. It  follows  that  this  contraet  is  of  advantage  neither  to  the 
San  Joaquin  corporation  nor  to  the  Mt  Wbitney  company. 

In  my  opinion,  this  contract  should  be  abrogated,  and  should 
be  replaced  by  a  contract  providing  for  reciprocal  service  to  be 
rendered  by  each  of  the  parties  to  the  other  party  iu  times  of 
shortage  of  electric  energy  on.  die  part  of  either  party.  The  Com- 
mission will  npt  pursue  this  particular  subject  further  at  the 
present  time,  but  reaerves  the  right  to  go  ixKto  the  matter  further 
if  it  should  become  necessary* 

Attention  should  be  directed  to  the  fact  that,  in  computing  the 
revenue  to  be  derived  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  from  the 
rates  herein  established,  tiie  Tulare  Oounlgr  Fewer  Company  con- 
tract is  assumed  to  be  nonexistent. 

X.  Rvies  and  Regvlations, 

In  view  of  the  rates  herein  established  it  will  be  necessary 
for  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  to  recast  all  its  preset  rulfss 
and  regulations  particularly  with  reference  to  contracts,  waiver 
of  dipnages,  transformers,  and  other  matters  retlatimg  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  under  which  electric  service  shall  be  supplied.  , 

The  San  Joaquin  corporation  shall  accordingly  sulmait  to  the 
Commission  revised  tei^s  and  conditions  in  conformity  with  the 
findings  herein  and  with  the  rules  laid  down  by  the  Commission 
in  its  decision  No.  2879.  The  following  rules  and  regulations, 
however*,  have  been  considered  in  connection  with  the  establish- 
ment of  the  rates  herein  prescribed,  and  shall  be.  incorporated  by 
the  San  Joaquin  corporation  in  the  rules  and  regulations  which 
are  to  be  submitted  to  the  Commission  as  hereinbefore  provided. 

I  find  as  a  fact  that  the  following  rules  and  regulations  arc 
just  and  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  to  be  established  and 
p.u.R.iQiec. 
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enfoixsed  by  the  San  Joaquin  corporation  in  connection  witiii  elec- 
tric service  to  be  supplied  by  it  under  the  rates  herein  established : 
Rules  and  Regidations. 

[28]  1.  Application  for  service':  The  company  will  require 
each  prospective  consumer  to  make  application  in  writing  for 
the  service  desired,  such  application  setting  forth  the  location 
of  the  premises  to  be  served,  the  purpose  for  wiuch  the  service 
is  to  be  used,  a  description  of  the  electrical  equipment  installed, 
the  name  and  address  of  the  person  responsible  for  the  payment 
of  the  bills,  and  whether  applicant  is  the  owner,  agent,  or  tenant 
of  the  premises  upon  which  the  service  is  to  be  used. 

2.  Contracts:  Contracts  for  a  period  of  three  years  will  be 
required  in  the  first  instance  for  agricultural  service  under  con- 
ditions which  require  a  material  investment  by  the  company  in 
service  facilities. 

[27,  28]  8.  Rates:  The  rates  to  be  charged  by  and  paid  to 
the  company  for  electric  energy  and  service  shall  be  the  rates 
l^ally  in  effect  and  on  file  with  the  Railroad  Commission.  Com- 
plete schedules  of  all  rates  legally  in  effect  will  be  kept  at  all 
times  in  each  of  the  compan/s  local  offices  where  they  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection.  Where  there  are  two  or  more 
rates  or  schedules  applicable  to  any  class  of  service  the  consumer, 
at  the  time  he  makes  application  to  the  company  for  service,  must 
designate  which  rate  or  schedule  he  desires,  and  the  rate  or  sched- 
ule so  designated  shall  remain  in  effect  until  changed  by  thirty 
days^  written  notice  by  the  consumer  specifying  which  new  rate 
or  schedule  is  desired.  The  rates  and  minimum  charges  set  forth 
in  the  effective  rate  schedules  are  based  upon  the  load  connected 
to  the  company's  supply  system  through  one  meter.  Where 
submeters  or  secondary  meters  are  desired  by  the  consumer,  such 
meters  will  be  charged  for  separately  on  the  monthly  rental  basis. 

4.  Limitation  of  demand:  Double  throw  switches  or  other 
approved  demand  limiting  devices  will  be  permitted  te  limit  the 
demand  which  can  be  created  at  any  one  time  on  the  company's 
supply  system  through  the  operation  of  the  consumer's  electrical 
equipment. 

[29,  SO]  5.  Meters:  All  meters  will  be  furnished  and  in- 
stalled by  the  company  at  its  own  expense  without  any  additional 
charge  from  the  rates  set  forth  in  its  effective  rate  schedules,  ex- 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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cept  in  casesf  where  special  metering  facilities  are  desired  by  the 
consumer.  All  meters  will  be  tested  at  the  time  of  their  instal- 
lation, and  no  meter  will  be  placed  in  service  or  allowed  to  re- 
main in  s^vicd  which  has  an  error  of  registration  in  excess  of  2 
per  cent  under  the  conditions  of  normal  operatioif.  Upon  giving 
the  company  at  least  five  days'  notice,  the  consumer  shall  have 
the  right  at  any  time  to  require  the  company  to  test  his  service 
meter  in  his  presence,  or,  if  he  so  desires,  in  the  presence  of  an 
expert  or  other  rqpreaentative  appointed  by  him,  provided,  how- 
ever, that  if  specid  tests  are  required  by  the  consumer  more 
often  than  once  in  six  months,  a  reasonable  charge  shall  be  made 
for  such  additional  tests. 

(An  order  was  passed  that  the  respondent  establish  and  file 
with  the  Commission  oa  or  before  April  20,  1916,  the  rates, 
rules,  regulations,  and  contracts  prescribed  in  the  opinion.) 

Note. — In  Melcher  v.  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  Electriq  Co.  Case 
No.  654,  Rosenthal  v.  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Co.  Case  No. 
750,  and  Re  Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Co.  Application  No. 
1673,  the  3  cases  consolidated  in  Decision  No.  3242,  decided  April 
6, 1916,  similar  holdings  were  made  in  regard  to  the  contracts,  going- 
concern  value,  water-rights  value,  depreciation  annuity,  rate  of  re- 
turn, and  rates  of  the  Mt.  Whitney  company,  prescribing  the  same 
rules  and  regulations,  and  rates  for  general  domestic  lighting,  gen- 
eral commercial  lighting,  public  outdoor  lighting,  agriculture,  gen- 
eral power,  industrial  power,  substation  service,  and  transmission 
service  that  were  ordered  in  the  San  Joaquin  Company  Case,  ante, 
S30.  It  was  also  held  to  be  an  i;injust  discrimination  to  require 
farmers  alone  to  pay  interest  on  unpaid  bills  at  the  rate  of  1  per 
cent  a  month,  compounded  monthly. 

Franchise  value. 

It  was  further  held  that  no  value  could  be  allowed  in  a  rate  case 
for  a  public  utility  franchise  in  excess  of  the  amount  paid  at 
the  time  of  the  grant  to  the  public  authorities,  together  with 
incidental  expenses.  Tlielen,  Commissioner,  cited  in  support  of 
the  holding,  Willcox  v.  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  212  U.  S.  19,  53 
L.  ed;382,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1134,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  192,  15  Ann. 
€as.  1034 ;  Des  Moines  Gas  Co.  v.  Des  Moines,  238  TJ.  S.  153,  59  L.  ed. 
1244,  P.TI.R.1915D,  577,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  811,  which  sustained  the 
judgment  of  the  district  court  that  made  no  allowance  for  the  value  of 
franchises;  Re  Rates  of  Public  Service  Gas  Co.  1  N.  J.  P.  TJ.  C.  R. 
433,  affirmed  in  Public  Service  Gas  Co.  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs. 
84  N.  J.  L.  463,  87  Atl  651,  which  was  reversed  in  87  N.  J.  L.  581, 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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92  Atl.  606,  which  on  rehearing  in  —  N.  J.  — ,  L.R.A. — ,  — , 
P.U.R.1915E,  251,  94  Atl.  634,  was  reversed,  finally  affirming  the 
order  of  the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  (see  also  87 
N.  J.  L.  705,  L.R.A.— ,  — ,  P.U.R.1915E,  625,  95  Atl.  127) ;  Lin- 
coin  Gas;  &  Electric  Light  Co.  v.  Lincoln,  182  Fed.  926;  Cumbei^ 
land  Toieph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  y.  Louifiville,  187  Fed.  637;  Home  Telepk 
Co.  V.  Carthage,  235  Mo.  644,  45  L.R.A.(KS.)  1056,  139  S.  W. 
547^  Ann.  Cas.  1912D,  301 ;  Savannah  &  Suburban  Street  R.  Improv. 
Asso.  V.  Savannah  Electric  Co.  Georgia  Railroad  Commission,  de- 
cided January  5, 1912 ;  Application  of  Macon  R.  &  Light  Co.  Georgia 
Railroad  Commission,  29  A.  T.  &  T.  Co.,  Com.  L.  1072 ;  Sandpoint 
y.  Sandpoint  Water  &  Light  Co.  Idaho  Public  Utilities  Commission, 
P.U.R1915F,  445,  459;  Taylor  v.  Northwest  Light  &  Water  Co. 
Idaho  Public  Utilities  Commission,  P.U.R.1916A,  372;  Re  Haver- 
hill Petitions,  Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.  decided  December 
31,  1912;  Application  of  Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Nebraska 
Railway  Commission,  19  A.  T.  &  T.  Co.  Com.  L.  134;  Fuhrmann  v. 
Buffalo  General  Electric  Co.  3  P.  S.  C.  R.  (2d  .Diet.  N.  Y.)  739; 
Public  Service  Commission  ex  rel.  Seattle  v.  Seattle  Lighting  Co. 
Wash.  Pub.  Service  Commission,  P.U.R.1915B,  135,  140;  Hill  v. 
Antigo  Water  Co.  3  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  623,  723-730;  Appleton  v. 
Appleton  Waterworks  Co.  5  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  215,  283,  284;  and  stated: 

"The  only  rate  cases  which  have  come  under  my  observation  in 
whiqh  an  additional  value  was  specifically  allowed  for  the  utility's 
franchises  are  Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission,  196 
Fed.  800,  and  Western  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission,  197  Fed. 
054.  In  a  number  of  cases,  the  court  intimated  that  a  franchise 
value  would  have  been  allowed  if  proved,  but  sufficient  evidence  was 
not  presented:  Spring  Valley  Waterworks  v.  San  Francisco,  124 
Fed.  574,  165  Fed.  667,  192  Fed.  137;  San  Joaquin  &  K.  River 
Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.  v.  Stanislaus  County,  191  Fed.  872.'* 

In  the  San  Joaquin  Co.  Case  the  utility  did  not  claim  any  allow- 
ance for  franchises  in  excess  of  the  cost  and  incidental  expenses 
thereof.  For  other  cases  on  franchise  value,  see  P.U.R.  Ann.  Dig. 
1915,  under  title  "Valuation,''  propositions  317-331,  P.U.R.1916A, 
372,  930,  P.U.R.1916C,  164,  and  note  in  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1063, 
on  "Treatment  of  franchises,  water  rights,  and  miscellaneous  in- 
tangibles in  public  service  property  valuations,^ 
p.u.R.i»iec. 
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HARYIiAXB  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIOX. 

BE  CHESAPEAKE  &  POTOMAC  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  690.] 

ratiMillan— JBote  makina '^  Vadan  to  he  considered. 

1.  In  fixing  the  value  of  property  for  rate  making,  consideratlMi 
may  be  given  to  the  original  costs,  the  cost  of  reproduction  new,  the 
amount  and  market  value  of  securities,  and  the  earning  value,  the 
relative  weight  to  be  given  each  factor  depending  upon  the  facts  of 
the  particular  case,  and  other  factors  not  being  necessarily  excluded. 

Valuation  ^^  Rate  making  ^' Value  for  other  purpoaee, 

2.  The  value  of  property  for  rate  making  cannot  be  controlled  by 
its  value  for  other  purposes. 

Valuatiim^  Physical  property '^  Bighie  of  u>ay, 

3.  A  telephone  company's  rights  of  way  were  included  in  a  rat/e 
valuation. 

Valuation '^Fhusical  property  ^  Overhead  charges. 

4.  Construction  overhead  items,  such  as  oontraetor's  profits,  omis- 
sions, and  contingencies,  interest,  engineering,  and  superintendence^  law 
expense,  taxes,  insurance,  general  executive  costs,  and  miscellaneous 
expenses,  should  be  regarded  as  part  of  the  physical  property,  and  not 
as  intangible  values,  in  a  rate  valuation. 

Valuation  ~  Telephone  plant  ~  Overhead  charges  ~  Amount, 

5.  An  allowance  of  17.67  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  bare  physical 
property  was  made  for  overhead  construction  charges  in  a  telephone 
rate  valuation. 

Valuation  ~  Telephone  plant  — •  Working  capital  ~  Amount. 

6.  The  sum  of  $500,000  was  allowed  for  working  capital  on  the 
reproduction  cost  new  basis  for  a  telephone  system  whose  value  for 
rate  making  was  fixed  at  $11,564,758  exclusive  of  such  item,  consid- 
eration being  given  estimates  of  engineers  based  on  average  monthly 
gross  expenses,  allowances  in  other  valuations,  estimated  pay  roll,  ma- 
terials and  supplies,  advances  to  employees  in  traveling  for  labor,  ex- 
penses, team,  etc.,  uncollected  earnings,  and  bank  deposits  drawing  no 
Interest. 

ViUuation  —  Working  capital  —  Depreciation, 

7.  An  allowance  for  working  capital  in  a  rate  valuation  was  added 
to  the  appraisal  after  the  depreciated  value  of  the  system  was  found, 
since  working  capital  does  not  depreciate. 

Valuation '^  Factors  to  he  considered  ^^  Functional  depreciation, 

8.  A  deduction  for  functional  depreciation  by  inadequacy  and  obso- 
lescence, as  well  as  for  physical  deterioration,  must  be  made  from  the 
reproduction  cost  new  of  a  telephone  plant  in  fixing  the  value  for  rate 
making. 

Popreoiation  —  Meserve  fund  •—  Right  to  provide. 

9.  A  telephone  company  is  entitled  to  rates  sufficient  to  create  and 
maintain  a  reserve  for  accruing  depreciation,  although  inadequaie  pro- 
vision has  been  made  in  the  past. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Depreciation  —  Reserve  fund  —  Amount, 

10.  A  telephone  company  was  authorized  to  create  a  reserve  for 
depreciation  whose  normal  average  maximum  shall  be  20  per  cent  of 
the  value  of  physical  property. 

Depreciation  —  Telephone  system  —  Life  expectancy, 

11.  Sixteen  years  was  taken  as  the  life  expectancy  of  a  telephone 
system  in  fixing  the  depreciated  value  in  a  r«te  valuation. 

Depreciati€m -^  Accrued  depreciation  ^Maintenance  of  high  level  of 
efficiency, 

12.  The  fact  that  property  has  been  kept  up  to  a  high  level  of  effi- 
ciency should  be  considered  in  ascertaining  its  accrued  depreciation. 

Depreciation --^  Accrued  depreciation --^  How  ascertained, 

13.  The  accrued  depreciation  of  a  telephone  plant  may  be  fixed  by 
finding  the  annual  rate  of  depreciation  from  an  assumed  life  expectancy, 
and  multiplying  the  age  in  service  of  the  system  by  such  rate,  and  not 
by  the  present  physical  condition  as  determined'  by  inspection. 

Valuation --^  Depreciated  value --^  How  ascertained. 

14.  The  depreciated  value  of  a  telephone  system,  as  a  factor  to  be 
considered  in  rate  making,  was  fixed  by  deducting  the  accrued  depre- 
ciation from  the  cost  of  reprodnetion  new. 

Valuation  —  Telephone  system  —  leaving. 

16.  No  allowance  for  paving  not  actually  done  after  laying  tele- 
phone cables  and  conduits  was  made  in  a  rate  valtiation. 
Valuation -^  Property  purchased  from,  depreciation  reserve  fund, 

16.  Property  purchased  from  a  new  depreciation  reserve  fund  should 
be  added  to  the  capital  account  where  the  amount  of  the  reserve  has 
been  deducted  from  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  in  a  rate  valuation. 

Depreciation '-Reserve  fund  "- Necessity  of. 

17.  Utility  stockholders  are  not  entitled  to  dividends  WMXi  a  proper 
depreciation  reserve  is  set  up. 

Valuation  —  Telephone  — >  Easements, 

18.  Telephone  easements  in  streets  may  be  included  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion in  a  proper  case,  since  they  are  property. 

Valuation  "-Telephone  plant '^Conduit  eaaements, 

19.  Telephone  conduit  easements  in  streets  cannot  be  valued  for 
rate  making  by  capitalizing  the  difference  between  the  annual  rental 
imposed  by  ordinance  for  the  use  of  the  streets  and  such  amount  as 
enhanced  by  the  per  cent  of  subsequent  increase  of  all  land  values  in 
the  city,  since  the  ordinance  is  a  franchise,  and  therefore  the  increase, 
if  any,  is  not  in  the  easements,  and  since  their  value  cannot  be  meas- 
ured by  the  market  value  of  other  land. 

Valtuition -^  Telephone  plant  — Pole-line  easements. 

20.  The  capitalization  of  the  difference  between  the  taxation  assess- 
ment of  telephone-pole  lines  and  a  pole  tax  as  reduced  to  feet  of  lines 
cannot  be  taken  as  the  rate-making  value  of  pole-line  easements,  on  the 
theory  that  the  easements  are  perpetual,  where  the  assessed  line  tax 
is  based  on  the  assumption  that  the  lines  will  gradually  be  placed  under- 
ground. 

P.tJ.R.1916C: 
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Valuation  «-*  Telephone  plant  —  Conduit  and.  pole-line  ea^ements^    • 

21.  Telephone,  conduit,  and  pole- line  easements  pannot  be  given  a 
value  as  such  in  a  rate  valuation,  although  the  earning  capacity  of  the 
eaaement  is  a  measure  of  value,  where  there  is  no  evidence  of  any 
practical  method  of  ascertaining  value  separate  from  earning  capacity, 
which  is  given  consideration  in  valuing  the  system  as  an  entirety. 

Valuation-^ Intangibles  and  nonphyaical  values -^ Promoters*  remun- 
eration and  cost  of  m^oney, 

22.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  promotion  and  the 
cost  of  getting  construction  money  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  subsidiary 
company,  where  the  parent  company  has  assumed  such  expenses  and 
receives  an  adequate  annual  percentage  of  the  subsidiary's  gross  earn- 
ings. 

Beium'^€}perating    expense -^  Subsidiary    company* s    payment    to 
parent  company, 

23.  A  subsidiary  telephone  company's  annual  payment  of  4^  per 
cent  of  gross  earnings  to  the  parent  company,  in  return  for  the  cost  of 
promotion  and  financing,  lease  of  instruments,  patent  protection,  and 
peculiarly  valuable  executive  and  management  services,  was  held  a 
proper  operating  expense. 

Valuation'^ Going  vaUue '^ Development  (x>sts, 

24.  An  allowance  may  be  made  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation  for 
cash  spent  for  organization,  securing  customers,  and  building  up  a 
business,  where  the  cash  has  not  been  repaid  out  of  earnings. 

Valuation'^ Going  value -^ Early  deficits -- Burden  of  proof. 

25.  The  utility  has  the  burden  in  a  rate  proceeding  to  show  that 
early  deficits  were  sustained,  and  that  they  have  not  been  recouped. 

Valuation'^ Going  value '^ JEarf.y  deficits --^ Factors  to  be  considered, 

26.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  early 
deficits,  where  it  does  not  appear  that  there  were  no  earnings  over  pay- 
ment of  inadequate  dividends,  that  the  management  was  good,  that  the 
rates  were  adequate,  and  that  no  part  of  the  plant  was  created  out  of 
operating  expenses. 

TqhMtiont^  Intangible  values -^  Developm€7it  cost, 

27.  A  smaller  rate  valuation  percentage  allowance  for  the  cost  of 
organizing  a^d  developing  a  business  will  be  made  when  the  cost  is 
regarded  as  intangible  value  than  when  regarded  as  an  overhead  charge, 
since  the  deduction  for  accrued  depreciation  in  the  latter  case  would 
not  be  made  in  the  former. 

YalMation'*  Telephone    plant -^  Development    cost -^  Cost    of    selling 
service  »  Am,ount, 

28.  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  telephone  system,  an  allowance  of  2 
per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  new  plus  the  amount  of  materials 
and  supplies  was  made,  as  an  intangible  value,  for  the  cost  of  organis- 
ing and  developing  the  business,  with  a  further  allowance  of  $6  per 
station  for  the  cost  of  selling  service,  where  definite  proof  could  not 
be  made  of -the  expense 'which  must  have  occurred. 
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Valuation -^  Going  value  ^Weight  of  foreign  adfudicaiions  ^  Sifni- 
laritp  of  conditions, 

29.  Hie  Maryland  Commissioii  in  making  aa  allowance  for  going 
▼alue  in  a  telephone-rate  valuation  was  not  governed  by  the  peroentagea 
adopted  or  concluBions  of  courts  and  other  Oommissions  in  valuations 
of  similar  utilities,  it  not  appearing  that  the  evidence  and  conditions 
were  similar. 

Valuation -- Factors  to  he  considered  ^CapitaliaMtion. 

30.  Great  weight  was  given  in  a  rate  valuation  to  the  amount  of 
securities  which  were  issued  at  par  and  sold  for  cash  which  was  prop- 
erly spent. 

Valuation  —  Factors  to  he  considered  —  Earning  value. 

31.  The  earning  value  of  property  may  be  considered  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion notwithstanding  that  earning  value  depends  upon  rates,  where 
exclusive  or  undue  weight  is  not  given  such  factor. 

Valuation  —  Factors  to  he  considered  —  Earning  capacity  —  Legal  rate 
of  interest, 

32.  Annual  net  telephone  earnings  which,  when  capitalized  at  6 
per  cent,  equal  the  value  fixed  for  rate  making,  corroborate,  in  some 
degree,  the  correctness  of  the  fixed  value,  although  property  which  earns 
no  more  than  the  legal' rate  of  interest  from  rates  vohiiitaTily  estab- 
lished has  no  earning  capacity  which  will  enhance  the  rate  valuation. 

Depreciation  "^  Telephones -- 6,2S  per  cent  atUnoance, 

33.  An  annual  allowance  of  6.25  per  cent  was  made  for  depreciation 
of  a  telephone  system,  to  be  continued  until  a  depreciation  reserve  of 
20  per  cent  of  the  physical  property  was  established. 

Return  "^  Factors  to  he  considered, 

34.  In  fiJting  a  maximum  rate  of  return,  consideration  should  be 
given  the  legal  rate  of  interest,  the  current  market  rates  for  money, 
the  customary  rates  obtainable  on  investments  in  similar  enterprises, 
the  nature  of  the  business,  the  hazards,  and  whether  the  retom  will 
attract  new  capital. 

Return -^  Telephones '^  Bate  of  return. 

35.  Eight  per  cent  is  the  maximum  return  that  will  be  allowed  a 
telephone  company,  and  therefore  rates  yielding  a  return  of  6  per  cent 
are  not  excessive  although  an  increase  will  not  necessarily  be  permitted. 

[March  8,  1916.] 

Investigation  of  the  rates,  property,  and  affairs  of  the  Chesa- 
peake &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City.  The 
value  of  the  property  in  Maryland  for  rate  making  was  fixed  at 
$11,554,758  and  the  general  schedule  of  rates,  yielding  a  return 
of  approximately  6  per  cent,  were  found  not  to  be  excessive ;  the 
maximum  return  which  the  utility  should  be  permitted  to  earn 
being  fixed  at  8  per  cent,  although  no  increase  was  authorized. 

Appearances:  Osborne  I.  Yellott,  People's  counsel;  H.  Find- 
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lay  French  and  Ogle  Marbury  for  the  Protective  Telephone  Asso- 
ciation of  Baltimore  City ;  Robert  V.  Marye  and  Bernard  Carter 
ft  Sons  for  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Teleph<»)6  Company  of 
Baltimore  City* 

By  the  Commission:  Our  conclusions  in  this  case  are  as 
follows : 

1.  That  the  fair  value  for  rate-making  purposes  of  the  prop* 
erty  of  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  in  tihis  state  was  $11,554^758  on  June  30,  1914, 
the  date  of  the  inquiry  in  this  investigation. 

2.  That  the  net  income  from  operations  for  distribution  dur- 
ing the  year  ending  June  80,  1914,  was  $673,240,  the  same 
being  at  the  rate  of  5.82  per  cent  upon  the  investment  aforesaid, 
or  at  the  rate  of  approximately  6  per  cent  upon  the  average 
investment  for  the  year  ending  on  such  date. 

3.  That  the  maximum  return  which  the  respondent  company 
should  be  permitted  to  earn  upon  its  property  used  in  the  public 
service  in  this  state  is  8  per  cent. 

4.  That  the  earnings  of  the  said  company  under  its  existing 
schedules  of  rates,  taken  as  a  whole,  are  not  excessive,  and  a 
g^ieral  reduction  of  said  rates  would  therefore  not  be  reason- 
able; nevertheless  the  earning  of  said  company  are  such  as  to 
justify  the  passage  of  any  order  or  orders  which  this  Commission 
may  hereafter  deem  reasonably  necessary  to  correct  any  of  such 
rates  which  may  be  found  upon  further  eonaideration  to  subject 
any  particular  person  or  locality  to  any  unfair  prejudice  or  dis- 
advantage. 

The  reasons  for  these  conclusions  will  be  found  in  the  follow- 
ing opinion: 

History  of  Investigation. 

Towers,  Chairman :  On  August  18,  1910,  the  Chesapeake  ft 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  filed  with  this 
Commission  its  proposed  tables  of  telephone  rates  for  Baltimore 
City,  embodying  material  changes  in  the  rates  previously  charged 
by  it  for  telephone  service.  Thereupon  the  engineering  and  ac- 
counting departments  of  the  Commission  were  directed  to  gather 
data  as  to  the  property  and  accounts  of  the  ctnnpany  in  so  far  as 
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the  same  might  concern  the  propriety  of  the  rates  proposed  to  be 
charged  in  Baltimore  city.  As  the  first  step  in  the  investiga- 
tion the  telephone  company  was  required  to  furnish  a  detailed 
list  of  all  its  property,  with  an  itemized  statement  of  the  values 
thereof.  This  statement  was  closely  scrutinized  by  the  auditor 
of  the  Commission,  who  reported  in  due  course  that  the  same 
was  substantially  correct.  The  chief  engineer  of  the  Oommisr 
sion  reported  that,  after  going  over  all  the  inventories  and  check- 
ing every  item,  he  found  the  book  values  stated  by  the  company 
so  reasonable  and  moderate  that,  in  his  judgment,  nothing  could 
be  gained  by  a  physical  valuation.  He  suggested,  however,  that 
because  of  the  importance  of  the  inquiry,  it  was  desirable  to  have 
all  the  data  he  had  collected,  together  with  his  conclusions  and 
recommendations,  reviewed  by  a  recognized  authority  in  such 
matters.  Accordingly  the  Commission  employed  for  this  pur- 
pose Mr.  Dugald  C.  Jackson,  of  Boston,  a  proininent  consulting 
electrical  engineer,  thoroughly  familiar  and  experienced  in  the 
valuation  of  telephone  property.  Mr.  Jackson  made  the  Com- 
mission a  full  report  in  which  he  approved  the  conclusions  of  the 
Commission's  chief  engineer.  In  this  investigation  all  valua- 
tions were  made  as  of  September  30,  1910,  the  company's  book 
values  being  $5,667,642.10,  and  the  chief  engineer's  estimate  of 
the  value  of  the  property  of  the  company  in  use  in  Baltimore 
city  on  that  date  being  $5,665,729.74,  the  discrepancy  between 
the  two  sets  of  figures  being  due  to  a  relatively  slight  difference 
in  the  calculation  of  existing  depreciation.  The  investigations 
of  the  auditor  of  the  Commission  showed  that  the  net  operating 
revenues  of  the  company  from  its  business  in  Baltimore  city 
during  the  year  ending  June  30,  1910,  were  $861,689.73,  from 
which  the  Commission  deducted  certain  charges  for  rentals,  taxes, 
and  depreciation  aggregating  $461,419.99,  leaving  the  net  in- 
come of  the  company  $400,169.74,  this  sum  being  a  trifle  over 
7  per  cent  upon  the  amount  of  the  investment  as  shown  by  the 
books  of  the  company. 

Upon  this  state  of  facts  the  Commission  on  December  30, 
1911,  filed  its  opinion  through  the  Honorable  James  M.  Ambler, 
then  chairman  of  the  Commission,  and  at  present  a  member  of 
the  supreme  bench  of  Baltimore  city,  holding  that  in  general  the 
rates  proposed  to  be  charged  by  the  company  were  reasonable 
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arid  fair,  fliis  opinion  being  followed  by  an  order  of  the  Com- 
mission passed  January  2,  1912,  substantially  approving  and 
authorizing  the  schedules  of  rates  proposed  by  the  company  as 
above  set  forth.  Subsequent  orders  of  the  Commission  were 
passed  from  time  to  time,  postponing  the  date  upon  which  the 
original  order  was  to  take  effect  with  respect  to  certain  specific 
rates  referred  to  therein. 

The  rates  so  finally  established  are  substantially  the  rates  now 
in  force  in  Baltimore  city. 

The  rates  established  by  the  Commission's  order  of  January 
2,  1912,  and  the  several  supplemental  orders  above  referred  to, 
were  not  satisfactory  to  a  number  of  the  company's  patrons  in 
Baltimore  city,  with  the  result  that  a  large  number  of  these 
formed  an  organization  known  as  "The  Protective  Telephone 
Association  of  Baltimore  City."  This  association  immediately 
set  about  to  secure  a  revision  of  the  rates  prescribed  by  the  order 
of  January  2,  1912,  and  on  January  6,  1913,  filed  a  petition 
requesting  the  assignment -of  people's  counsel  to  assist  counsel 
for  that  association,  this  being  accordingly  done  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  governor. 

On  March  31,  1913,  said  association  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion a  formal  "petition  and  complaint^'  regarding  telephone  rates 
and  service  by  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company 
of  Baltimore  City  and  its  associated  companies,  in  which  the 
Commission's  order  of  January  2,  1912,  was  vigorously  attacked. 

The  prayer  of  the  petition  was  that  the  assistant  general  coun- 
sel to  the  Commission,  generally  referred  to  as  people's  counsel, 
be  directed  to  take  such  action  as  in  his  judgment,  acting  with 
the  consent  of  the  Commission,  should  seem  to  be  best  for  the 
piirposes: 

"First,  of  making  a  valuation  for  rate-making  purposes  of  the 
property  of  the  respondent  telephone  company  and  its  allied  com- 
panies in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  or,  if  he  and  the  Commission 
should  think  best,  in  the  whole  etate  of  Maryland  combined. 

"Second,  of  making  an  expert  examination  into  the  books  and 
accounts  of  the  said  telephone  company  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining in  detail  what  are  the  gross  and  net  earnings,  the  proper 
operating  expenses,  the  cost  of  construction,  and  the  actual  depre- 
ciation and  maiutenance  chai^ges  of  the  said  companies. 
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"Third,  of  making,  determining,  and  establishing  for  the  city 
of  Baltimore  or  the  state  of  Maryland,  as  a  whole,  based  upon 
the  facts  set  ont  in  this  petition,  and  upon  such  additional  data 
and  infonnation  as  may  be  obtained  hereafter,  such  schedule  or 
schedules  of  maximum  telephone  rates  and  service  as  may  be 
fair,  just,  and  equitable." 

This  petition  was  directed  against  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac 
Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City,  the  Chesapeake  &  Poto- 
mac Telephone  Company  (of  New  York),  the  American  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Company  of  Baltimore  City,  and  the  Ameri- 
can Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  (of  New  York).  In  due 
course  answers  to  the  above  petition  were  filed  by  all  these  com- 
panies, in  which  explicit  denials  were  made  of  all  the  more  im- 
portant allegations  contained  in  the  petition  of  the  Protective 
Telephone  Association  above  referred  to.  No  hearing  was  had 
upon  the  petition  of  the  Protective  Telephone  Association,  but 
realizing  that  there  was  substantially  intrinsic  merit  in  the  objec- 
tions of  the  Protective  Telephone  Association  to  the  Commis- 
sion's order  of  January  2,  1912,  as  a  final  determination  of 
questions  of  great  moment  to  the  public  of  Baltimore  city  in 
that,  first,  it  had  not  been  based  upon  a  physical  valuation  of 
the  respondent  company's  property  and  a  close  analysis  of  their 
books;  and  in  that,  second,  the  public  had  not  been  adequately 
represented  by  counsel  at  the  hearing  preliminary  to  the  passage 
of  such  or(^er;  and  further  realizing  that  the  public  could  not 
reasonably  be  expected  long  to  be  satisfied  with  an  order  passed 
under  such  circumstances,  no  matter  how  valid  and  reasonable 
it  might  in  fact  be,  this  Conmiission  determined  to  conduct  a 
reinvestigation  of  the  company's  property  and  affairs  in  this  state 
which  would  be  open  to  none  of  the  objections  made  to-  the  order 
of  January  2,  1912,  but  which  should  be  based  upon  a  physical 
valuation  of  the  company's  property,  and  conducted  on  behalf  of 
the  public  by  the  assistant  general  counsel  to  the  Commission. 

Consequently  on  December  1,  1913,  an  order  for  such  inves- 
tigation was  passed,  as  follows : 

"The  above  cause  having  come  to  be  heard  upon  the  Petition 
of  the  Protective  Telephone  Association  of  Baltimore  City  et  al., 
the  answers  of  the  several  respondents,  and  the  other  proceed- 
ings in  the  cause,  and  being  submitted,  and  it  appearing  to  the 
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Commission  that  a  thorough  and  complete  investigation  of  the 
property  and  affairs  of  ihe  respondents  should  be  made  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  or  not  the  respondent^  the  Chesa- 
peake &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City,  is 
receiving  a  fair,  just,  and  reasonable  return  under  its  rates  for 
service  now  in  force  in  this  state^  and  whether  such  service  is 
just,  reasonable,  reasonably  proper,  and  adequate,  and  if  such 
rates  be  found  to  be  unfair,  unjust,  and  unreasonable  that  new 
rates  for  such  service  be  establidbied  by  the  Commission  to  become 
effective  at  such  time  or  times  as  the  Commission  may  by  its 
order  determine,  and  if  such  service  is  found  to  be  unjust,' 
unreasonable,  unreasonably  improper,  or  inadequate,  the  Com- 
mission shall  determine  the  just,  reasonable,  reasonably  adequate, 
and  proper  regulations  and  service  to  be  in  force  in  this  state. 

^'It  is,  therefore,  this  Ist  day  of  December,  191^,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

"Ordered:  That  this  Commissicm  do  forthwith  proceed  to 
make  an  investigation  of  the  property  and  affairs  of  the  respon- 
dents in  the  state  of  Maryland  for  the  purx)ose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  rates  now  being  charged  and  received  by  this  respon- 
dent, the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Balti- 
more City,  provide  a  fair,  just,  and  reasonable  return  for  the 
service  now  being  rendered  by  said  respondent  in  this  state,  and 
whether  said  service  is  just,  reasonable,  reasonably  proper,  and 
adequate,  and  if  the  Commission  determine  that  the  i*ates  pro- 
vide more  than  a  fair,  just,  and  reasonable  return,  it  do  then 
proceed  to  establish  upon  the  information  obtained  in  such  inves* 
tigation  such  rates  to  be  hereafter  charged  for  service  by  the 
respondent,  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City,  as  may  be  fair,  just,  and  reasonable  to  the  public 
and  to  said  respondent,  and  to  determine  upon  such  information 
the  just,  reasonable,  reasonably  adequate,  and  proper  regulations 
and  service  to  be  in  force  in  this  state. 

"And  it  is  further  ordered  that  such  investigation  be  con- 
ducted for  and  on  behalf  of  this  Commission  by  its  assistant 
general  counsel,  who  shall  proceed  forthwith  to  cause  to.be  made 
and  returned  to  this  Commission  a  valuation  or  valuations  for 
rate-making  purposes  of  the  property  of  the  respondent  com- 
panies in  the  whole  state  of  Maryland,  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
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taining  the  cost  and  value  of  all  kinds  of  property  of  said 
respondents  devoted  to  the  service  of  the  public,  and  an  examina- 
tion into  the  books,  records,  and  accounts  of  said  respondent  com- 
panies for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  in  detail  what  are  the  gross 
and  net  earnings,  the  proper  operating  and  other  expenses,  includ- 
ing the  depreciation  and  maintenance  charges,  and  such  other 
matters  and  things  as  may  be  necessary  for  a  proper  determina- 
tion of  the  questions  involved  in  such  investigation. 

"And  it  is  further  ordered  that  the  secretary  of  this  Commis- 
sion do  forthwith  docket  a  new  case  to  be  entitled  'In  the  Matter 
of  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore 
City,  Investigation  of  the  Rates  and  Charges,  Property  and  Af- 
fairs,' wherein  shall  be  filed  a  copy  of  the  report  of  the  assistant 
general  counsel  to  the  Commission  filed  October  20,  1^13,  in 
cases  JtsToe.  38  and  569,  a  copy  of  the  answer  of  the  respondents 
thereto,  a  copy  of  this  order,  and  such  other  papers  and  data  as 
may  from  time  to  time  hereafter  be  filed  as  a  part  of  the  pro- 
ceedings therein. 

"And  it  is  hereby  further  ordered  and  ruled  that  in  determin- 
ing the  matters  hereinbefore  ordered  and  directed  to  be  investi- 
gated, no  part  of  the  proceedings  in  the  cases  Nos.  38  and  569, 
or  any  data  or  information  contained  therein,  shall  be  considered 
as  a  part  of  the  record  in  this  proceeding.'* 

Plan  of  Investigation. 

As  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  Commission's  order  of 
December  1,  1913,  the  entire  presentation  of  the  people's  case  in 
connection  with  the  investigation  so  ordered  was  left  to  the  assist- 
ant general  counsel  to  the  Public  Service  Commission,  he  having 
been  connected  with  the  case  since  his  appointment  and  qualifi- 
cation in  February,  1913. 

On  October  8,  1913,  the  assistant  general  counsel  filed  with  the 
Commission  a  paper  designated  as  his  "First  Preliminary  Report 
and  Recommendations,"  in  which  he  set  forth  at  some  length  his 
recommendations  as  to  the  proper  conduct  of  any  reinvestigation 
of  the  property  and  affairs  of  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Tele- 
phone Company  of  Baltimore  City  which  the  Commission  might 
determine  to  undertake. 

In  this  report  he  urged  the  co-operation  of  the  respondent 
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cx>iiipany  in  a  business-like  investigation  as  oontradistinguislied 
from  the  ordinary  rate  investigation  contested  along  partisan 
lines  by  the  representatives  of  the  public  on  the  one  hand,  and  of 
the  utility  oh  the  other. 

Printed  copies  of  this  report  of  the  assistant  general  counsel 
were  furnished  the  representatives  of  the  telephone  company, 
with  the  result  that  almost  immediately  they  came  before  the 
Commission  and  stated  that,  while  they  were  originally  opposed 
to  a  reinvestigation  of  their  property  and  affairs  so  soon  after  the 
original  investigation,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a  needless 
expense  both  to  the  public  and  to  the  company  itself,  neverthe- 
less they  would  welcome  an  investigation  conducted  along  the 
lines  suggested  by  the  assistant  general  counsel,  since  they  felt 
that  an  investigation  so  conducted  would  set  at  rest  for  many 
years  to  come  all  questions  of  controversy  between  the  public 
and  themselves  as  to  their  actual  property  and  earnings  in  this 
state  and  thus  leave  them  uninterrupted  in  carrying  out  their 
chief  duty,  of  furnishing  the  people  of  the  state  of  Maryland 
adequate  tod  satisfactory  service  at  a  reasonable  profit  to  the 
company  itself. 

To  this  "end,  counsel  for  the  respondent  company  pledged  its 
entire  co-operation  in  bringing  about  an  investigation  such  as 
that  outlined  by  the  assistant  general  counsel.  It  is  most  gratify- 
ing for  us  to  be  able  to  say  that  this  co-operation  has  done  much 
to  lighten  what  would  otherwise  have  been  a  most  onerous  task 
to  the  Commission.  It  has  also  resulted  in  a  great  saving  of 
cost  both  to  the  company  and  to  the  state. 

In  the  same  report  people^s  counsel  outlined  broadly  his  plan 
for  the  presentation  to  the  Commission  of  the  evidence  bearing 
upon  the  value  of  the  company^s  property  and  the  amount  of  its 
earnings  under  the  existing  rates.  This  plan  was  subsequently 
followed  almost  to  the  letter.  The  inventory  and  all  detail  and 
summary  form  sheets  based  thereon  were  arranged  in  the  order 
of  accounts  set  forth  in  the  accounting  system  prescribed  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  for  use  by  telephone  companies. 
An  exhaustive  check  of  the  company's  inventory  was  made  by 
the  Commission's  engineers  and  such  inventory  found  to  be  sub- 
stantially correct.  A  list  of  over  one  thousand  units  of  property] 
found  in  a  telephone  plant  was  prepared  from  this  inventory, 
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and  instructions  given  defining  units  as  to  the  nature  of  which 
there  might  be  doubt.  Back  of  the  unit  cost  sheets  was  a  series 
of  unit  cost  detail  sheets  upon  which  the  cost  of  each  unit  was 
subdivided  into  the  items,  material,  labor,  incidentals,  supply 
department  costs,  supervision,  superintendence,  and  plant  ao^ 
counting,  the  item  of  material  being  further  subdivided  into 
major  items,  subitems,  exempt  and  freight  and  cartage,  all  these 
terms  being  defined  for  the  use  of  the  appraisers  and  the  Commis- 
sion. Extreme  care  was  taken  to  see  that  the  estimates  of  the 
company's  and  Commission's  engineers  were  made  independent- 
ly. As  a  consequence,  by  the  use  of  the  standard  classification 
of  accounts,  and  the  definitions  accompanying  the  unit  cost 
sheets,  it  was  made  possible  to  transfer  the  figures  of  the  two 
sets  of  engineers  to  summary  sheets  embracing  entire  accounts, 
and  arranged  with  parallel  columns  for  the  insertion  of  both 
sets  of  fig!   es. 

As  a  result  of  this  method  of  presentation  of  the  great  mass 
of  data  involved  in  the  investigation,  when  the  independent 
appraisals  were  brought  together,  counsel  for  the  Commission 
and  the  company  were  able  almost  at  a  glance  to  ascertain  pre- 
cisely wherein  the  several  engineers  differed  in  their  valuations* 
Starting  with  an  initial  difference  of  less  liian  7  per  cent  in  the 
respective  valuations  of  physical  property  aggregating  over 
$7,000,000,  their  finger  went  back  unerringly  through  summary 
sheet  after  summary  sheet  until  it  finally  pointed  to  differences 
in  some  of  the  unit  cost  detail  sheets,  which  differences,  although 
relatively  small  in  themselves,  became  of  great  magnitude  when 
multiplied  by  thousands  of  units.  In  one  case  the  difference  was 
found  to  be  in  the  respective  estimates  of  the  cost  of  material, 
in  another,  of  labor.  In  some  instances  the  differences  were 
found  to  be  due  entirely  to  clerical  errors  or  inadvertent  over- 
sight upon  the  part  of  the  engineers.  These  were  immediately 
corrected.  The  remaining  differences  were  then  referred  to  the 
engineers,  with  instructions  to  eliminate  them  as  far  as  they 
could  by  mutual  agreement.  This  cut  out  many  more  and  left 
three  points  which  the  engineers  reported  to  counsel  for  the 
respective  parties  as  involving  legal  rather  than  engineering 
problems.  Counsel  had  no  difficulty  at  all  in  agreeing  that  two 
of  these  questions  should  be  decided  against  the  conpany  and  one 
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in  its  favor.  This  agreement  of  counsel  eliminated  the  last  re- 
maining difiPerence,  and  the  entire  vahiation  of  the  directly 
distributed,  costs  of  the  company's  physical  property  was  there- 
upon reported  to  the  Commission  as  a  matter  of  agreement, 
with  a  full  explanation  of  how  such  agreement  had  been  reached* 
The  Commission  called  for  a  full  explanation  of  all  concessions 
which  had  been  made  by  its  engineers  and  counsel,  and,  when 
this  explanation  had  been  made  to  its  entire  satisfaction,  speedily 
reached  the  conclusion  that  the  figure  finally  reached  in  this 
series  of  conferences  fairly  represented  the  values  which  it  pur* 
ported  to  represent 

These  agreements,  as  will  be  seen,  related  solely  to  the  value 
of  the  tangible,  physical  property — ^what  was  referred  to  as 
the  ^^direedy  distributed  costs,"  representing  the  actual  cost 
of  the  material  and  labor  going  directly  into  the  actual,  tangible, 
physical  property  of  the  company.  It  did  not  cover  what  were 
ref^red  to  in  this  case  as  ^^construction  overheads"  or  the  many 
nonphysical  values  claimed  by  the  company. 

The  Commissioin  felt  that  the  valuation  of  the  tangible,  phys- 
ical property  of  the  company  was  almost  purely  an  engineering 
problem,  and  that  if  its  engineers  and  the  company's  engineers 
could  agree  upon  the  same,  the  rights  of  the  public  would  be 
amply  protected,  especially  when  the  several  values  agreed  upon 
were  checked  up  by  reference  to  other  data  in  the  possession  of 
the  Commission  and  found  tt)  be  conservative. 

The  Commission  did  not,  however,  feel  that  construction  over- 
head and  intangible  valuations  were  wholly  engineering  ques- 
tions, and  for  this  reason  decided  to  determine  all  such  questions 
for  itself.  But  even  in  this,  the  Commission  was  greatly  aided 
by  the  same  spirit  of  mutual  co-operation  between  its  counsel 
and  engineers  and  counsel  and  engineers  for  the  company. 
Throughout  all  the  hearings,  which  consxmied  many  weeks,  and 
the  record  of  which  fills  over  3,200  type-written  pages,  there  was 
a  noteworthy  absence  of  bickering  upon  the  part  of  contending 
counsel  and  of  differences  over  iionessentials  on  the  part  of  the 
engineers  and  other  witnesses.  All  concerned  seemed  to  realize 
that  they  were  taking  part  in  a  serious  and  purely  business  under- 
taking, the  object  of  which  was  to  determine  once  and  for  all  the 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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fair  present  value  of  tiie  company's  property  in  the  state  of 
Maryland  for  rate-making  purposes. 

Incidentally,  in  the  presentation  of  the  evidence  to  the  Com- 
mission there  was  prepared  a  series  of  forms  designed  to  contain 
all  necessary  data  relative  to  the  compan/s  earnings  and  expenses 
in  this  state. 

All  this  multitude  of  forms  was  finally  brought  together  by 
successive  summary  sheets,  and  narrowed  down  to  a  few  Unes 
on  a  single  sheet  with  space  for  the  insertion  by  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  following  data  at  the  conclusion  of  the  investiga- 
tion: 

(1)  Fair  present  value  for  rate-making  purposes  as  of  June 
30th,  1914,  as  determined  by  the  Conmiission; 

(2)  Net  income  for  diiJtribution,  i.  e.,  present  return,  and 
rate  thereof  imder  existing  rates,  as  determined  by  the  Com- 
mission ; 

(3)  Proper  rate  of  return,  and  amount  of  return  thereunder 
upon  present  fair  value  as  determined  by  the  Commission ; 

(4)  Extent  to  which  present  return  excessive  or  inadequate. 

The  ValtuUion. 
Oeneral  Principles. 

[1]  The  ultimate  object  of  an  investigation  of  the  property 
and  affairs  of  a  public  utility  for  rate-making  purposes  is  to 
ascertain  and  establish  by  the  authority  of  the  state  rates  for  ade- 
quate service  which  shall  be  fair  both  to  the  public  and  to  the 
utility  which  is  the  subject  of  investigation. 

Therefore  it  is  seen  that  we  must  bear  in  mind  at  all  times 
and  in  every  phase  of  the  investigation  these  three  things: 

First,  adequate  service  to  the  public; 

Second,  charges  for  that  adequate  service  which  will  be  fair 
to  the  public ;  and 

Third,  charges  which  will  be  fair  to  the  utility  furnishing 
such  service. 

Within  these  bounds  we  know  of  no  constitutional  limita- 
tions upon  the  power  of  the  state  to  establish  the  rat^s  to  be 
charged  by  the  utilities  subject  to  its  jurisdiction,  and  it  is  only 
when  the  state  or  its  administrative  body  transcends  these  bounds 
that  its  conclusions  are  properly  reviewable  by  the  courts. 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RE  CHJESAPI^AKE  &  P.  TELEPH.  CO.  030 

The  question  of  adequate  eervioey  the  fair  value  of  the  prop- 
erly ufied  in  the  service^  and  the  fairness  of  the  return  both  in 
80  far  as  it  coneems  the  public  and  the  utility,  are  all  so  in- 
timately blended  and  related  one  to  the  otht^  that  it  is  impossible 
properly  to  consider  any  one  of  them  without  giving  the  others 
at  the  «ame  time  due  consideration. 

And  it  is  for  these  reasoios  that  it  has  been  held  up  by  our 
highest  courts  that  the  ascertainment  of  the  fair  value  of  the 
property  of  a  utility  used  in  the  public  service  is  not  to  be 
controlled  by  artificial  rules,  and  is  not  a  matter  of  formulas, 
but  must  be  arrived  at  by  a  reasonable  judgment  having  as  its 
basis  a  proper  consideration  of  all  relevant  facts.  These  con- 
clusions have  been  enunciated  by  our  highest  courts  on  many 
occasions,  but  for  our  purposes  it  wiU  be  necessaafy  to  quote 
from  but  two  of  these  decisions. 

In  the  leading  case  of  Smyth  v.  Ames,  169  U.  S.  466,  42  L.  ed. 
819, 18  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  418,  decided  in  1898,  Mr.  Justice  Harlan 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  said,  in  part:  '^By 
the  14th  Amendment  it  is  provided  that  no  state  shall  deprive 
any  person  of  property  without  due  process  of  law,  nor  deny  to 
any  person  within  its  jurisdiction  the  equal  protection  of  the 
laws.  That  corporations  are  persons  wit^iin  the  meaning  of  this 
Amendment  is  now  settled.  .  .  •  What  amounts  to  a  depriva* 
tion  of  property  without  due  process  of  law,  or  what  is  a  denial 
of  equal  protection  of  the  laws,  is  often  difficult  to  determiae, 
especially  where  the  question  relates  to  the  property  of  a  quasi- 
public  corporation  and  the  extent  to  which  it  may'  be  subjected 
to  public  control." 

On  behalf  of  the  utility,  the  court  said: 

**A  statute  which,  by  its  necessary  operation,  compels  a  turn- 
pike company,  when  charging  only  such  tolls  as  are  just  to  the 
public,  to  submit  to  such  further  reduction  of  rates  as  will  pre- 
vent it  from  keeping  its  road  in  proper  repair,  and  from  earning 
any  dividends  whatever  for  stockholders,  is  as  obnoxious  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  as  would  be  a  similar  statute 
relating  to  the  business  of  a  railroad  corporation  having  authority, 
under  its  charter,  to  collect  and  receive  tolls  for  passengers  and 
freight 

•  *•  •  •  •  •  •  • 
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^^A  state  enactment  or  regulation  made  under  the  authority 
of  a  state  enactment,  establishing  rates  for  the  transportation 
of  persons  or  property  by  railroad  that  will  not  admit  of  the 
carrier  earning  such  compensation  as  under  all  the  circumstances 
is  just  to  it  and  to  the  public,  would  deprive  such  carrier  of  its 
property  without  due  process  of  law  and  deny  to  it  the  equal 
protection  of  the  laws,  and  would  therefore  be  repugnant  to  the 
14th  Amendment  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States/' 

But  on  behalf  of  the  public,  the  court  also  said : 

^In  the  discussion  of  this  question  the  plaintiffs  contended 
that  a  railroad  company  is  entitled  to  exact  such  charges  for 
transportation  as  will  enable  it,  at  all  times,  not  only  to  pay 
operating  expenses,  but  also  to  meet  the  interest  regularly  accru- 
ing upon  all  its  outstanding  obligations,  and  justify  a  dividend 
upon  all  its  stock;  and  that  to  prohibit  it  from  maintaining 
rates  or  chaiges  for  transportation  adequate  to  all  those  ends 
will  deprive  it  of  its  property  without  due  process  of  law,  and 
deny  to  it  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws.  This  contention  was 
the  subject  of  elaborate  discussion;  and,  as  it  bears  upon  each 
case  in  its  important  aspect,  it  should  not  be  passed  without 
examination. 

*1n  our  opinion,  the  broad  proposition  advanced  by  counsel 
involves  some  misconception  oi  the  relations  between  the  public 
and  the  railroad  corporation.  It  is  unsound  in  that  it  practically 
excludes  from  consideration  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used, 
omits  altogether  any  consideration  of  the  right  of  the  public  to  be 
exempted  from  unreasonable  exactions,  and  makes  the  interests 
of  the  corporation  maintaining  a  public  highway  the  sole  test  in 
determining  whether  the  rates  established  by  or  for  it  are  such 
as  may  be  rightfully  prescribed  as  between  it  and  the  public. 
.  •  .  It  cannot  therefore  be  admitted  that  a  railroad  corpora- 
tion maintaining  a  highway  under  the  authority  of  the  state  may 
dSx  its  rates  with  a  view  solely  to  its  own  interests,  and  ignore  the 
rights  of  the  public.  But  the  rights  of  the  public  would  be 
ignored  if  rates  for  the  transportation  of  persons  or  property  on  a 
railroad  are  exacted  without  reference  to  the  fair  value  of  the 
property  used  for  the  public  or  the  fair  value  of  services  ren- 
dered, but  in  order  simply  that  the  corporation  may  meet  oper- 
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ating  expenses,  pay  the  interest  on  its  obligations,  and  declare 

a  dividend  to  stockholders. 

•  •••••••• 

*T[t  cannot  be  said  that  a  corporation  is  entitled,  as  of  right, 
and  without  reference  to  the  interests  of  the  public,  to  realize 
a  given  per  cent  upon  its  capital  stock.  When  the  question  arises 
whether  the  legislature  has  exceeded  its  constitutional  powers  in 
prescribing  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  corporation  controlling  a 
public  highway,  stockholders  are  not  the  only  persons  whose 
rights  or  interests  are  to  be  considered.  The  rights  of  the  public 
are  not  to  be  ignored.  .  .  .  The  public  cannot  properly  be 
subjected  to  unreasonable  rates  in  order  simply  that  stockholders 
may  earn  dividends.  ...  If  a  corporation  cannot  maintain 
such  a  highway  and  earn  dividends  for  stockholders,  it  is  a  mis- 
fortune for  it  and  them  which  the  Constitution  does  not  require 
to  be  remedied  by  imposing  unjust  burdens  upon  the  public." 

And  summing  up  the  whole  case,  the  court  finally  said : 

"The  utmost  that  any  corporation  operating  a  public  highway 
can  rightfully  demand  at  the  hands  of  the  legislature,  when  exert- 
ing its  general  powers,  is  'that  it  receives  what,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  is  such  compensation  for  the  use  of  its  property 
as  will  be  just  both  to  it  and  to  the  public.'^ 

It  will  be  noted  that  in  nearly  all  the  above  excerpts  from 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  in  the  case  of  Smyth  v.  Ames, 
reference  was  made  to  the  necessity  of  taking  into  consideration 
the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  the  utility  in  any  attempt  to  fix 
rates  for  public  service.  After  concluding  these  general  observa- 
tions upon  the  principles  of  rate  making,  Mr.  Justice  Harlan 
went  on  to  enumerate  the  several  factors  or  elements  of  value  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  determining  fair  value  as  follows : 

'^e  hold  .  .  *  that  the  basis  of  all  calculations  as  to  the 
reasonableness  of  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  corporation  maintain- 
ing a  highway  under  legislative  sanction  must  be  the  fair  value 
of  the  property  being  used  by  it  for  the  convenience  o£  the  public. 

"And  in  order  to  ascertain  that  value^  the  original  cost  of  con- 
struction, the  amount  expended  in  permanent  improvements,  the 
amount  and  market  value  of  its  bonds  and  stocks,  the  present  as 
compared  with  the  original  cost  of  construction,  tibe  probable 
earning  capacity  of  the  property,  under  particular  rates  pre- 
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scribed  by  statute,  and  the  sum  required  to  meet  operating  ex- 
penses, are  all  matters  for  consideration,  and  are  to  be  given 
such  weight  as  may  be  just  and  right  in  ^ach  case. 

"We  do  not  say  that  there  may  not  be  other  matters  to  be 
regarded  in  estimating  the  value  of  property. 

"What  the  company  is  entitled  to  ask  is  a  fair  return  upon  the 
value  of  that  which  it  employs  for  the  public  convenience. 

"On  the  other  hand,  what  the  public  is  efltitled  to  demand  is 
that  no  more  be  exacted  from  it  for  the  use  of  a  public  highway 
than  the  services  rendered  by  it  are  reasonably  worth." 

In  the  more  recent  case  of  Simpson  v.  Shepard,  230  IT.  S.  352, 
57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A.(F.S.)  1151,  88  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  729, 
Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  decided  June  9,  1913,  commonly  known  as 
the  Minnesota  Rate  Oases,  Mr.  Justice  Hughes  in  delivering  the 
opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  quoted  with  approval  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  above  language  used  by  Mr.  Justice  Harlan 
in  the  case  of  Smyth  v.  Ames,  and  summarized  the  same  briefly 
as  follows  (433) : 

"The  property  of  the  railroad  corporation  has  been  devoted  to 
a  public  use  .  .  .  but  ...  the  private  property  embarked 
in  it  is  not  placed  at  the  mercy  of  legislative  caprice.  It  rests 
secure  under  the  constitutional  protection,  which  extends  not 
merely  to  the  title,  but  to  the  right  to  receive  just  compensation 
for  the  service  given  to  the  public  ...  In  determining 
whether  thot  right  has  been  denied,  each  case  must  rest  upon  its 
special  facts.  But  the  general  principles  which  are  applicable 
in  a  case  of  this  character  have  been  set  forth  in  the  decisions. 

"The  basis  of  calculation  is  the  'fair  value  of  the  property* 
used  for  the  convenience  of  the  public.  .  .  .  What  the  com- 
pany is  entitled  to  demand,  in  order  that  it  may  have  just  com- 
pensation, is  a  fair  return  upon  the  reasonable  value  of  the 
property  at  the  time  it  is  being  used  for  the  public.    .    .    . 

"The  ascertainment  of  that  value  is  not  controlled  by  artificial 
rules.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  formulas,  but  there  must  be  a  rea- 
sonable judgment  having  its  basis  in  a  proper  consideration  of 
all  relevant  facts." 

Thus  we  see  that  we  have  the  authority  of  the  highest  court 
in  our  land  for  the  proposition  that,  in  ascertaining  the  fair 
value  of  the  property  being  used  by  a  public  utility  for  the 
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canTenience  of  the  public,  it  is  proper  to  consider  the  amount 
actually  expended  in  permanent  improvements,  the  amount  and 
market  value  of  its  bonds  and  stocks,  the  present  as  compared 
with  the  original  cost  of  construction,  the  probable  earning 
capacity  of  the  property  under  the  particular  rates  prescribed 
by  statute,  and  the  sum  required  to  meet  operating  expenses. 

But  it  is  to  be  noted  that  in  this  case  the  Supreme  Court  did 
not  say  that  any  single  one  of  these  elements  of  value  was  to  be 
accepted  as  the  value  of  the  property  for  rate-making  purposes. 

To  the  contrary  it  expressly  said  in,  effect  that  no  one  of 
them  shoidd  be  accepted  conclusively  as  the  value  of  such  prop- 
erty for  that  purpose,  in  that  it  said  that  all  were  matters  for 
consideration.  Hence,  if  one  were  to  be  accepted  as  conclusive 
without  consideration  of  the  others,  this  ruling  would  be  violated. 

Nor  did  the  Supreme  Court  say  that  any  one  of  these  values 
should  have  predominating  weight  in  all  cases.  To  the  con- 
trary, it  expressly  said  that  all  "are  to  be  given  such  weight  as 
may  be  just  ^nd  right  in  each  case."  ( 

ISoT  did  it  confine  courts  and  commissions  to  a  consideration 
of  only  these  factors  or  elements  of  value.  For  it  expressly  said : 
"We  do  not  say  that  there  may  not  be  other  matters  to  be  re- 
garded in  estimating  the  value  of  the  property." 

The  language  of  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  in  the  case  of  Smyth  v. 
Ames,  last  above  quoted,  relating  to  the  ascertainment  of  thei 
fair  value  of  property  for  rate-making  purposes,  has  frequently 
been  misinterpreted  and  misapplied  in  rate  investigations.  The 
general  conception  of  this  language  seems  to  be  that  it  requires 
an  accurate  and  scientific  ascertainment  to  the  last  cent  of  the 
actual  value  of  the  property  in  question  on  the  basis,  first,  of  its 
original  cost;  second,  of  the  cost  to  reproduce  the  same;  third, 
of  the  value  of  the  utility's  stocks,  bonds,  or  other  outstanding 
securities ;  and,  fourth,  of  the  value  of  the  property  as  indicated 
by  its  earning  capacity  under  the  existing  and  proposed  rates. 

The  precise  ascertainment  of  the  exact  actual  original  cost 

of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  which  has  been  long  in 

service  having  been  found  virtually  impossible,  the  tendency  has 

been  to  cast  aside  entirely  this  consideration.    Likewise  the  value 

of  the  property  as  indicated  by  the  amount  and  market  value  of 

its  stocks  and  bonds,  and  as  indicated  by  its  earning  capacity 
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under  existing  rates,  has  been  cast  aside  as  not  entitled  to  serious 
consideration,  for  the  reason  that  both  depended  so  largely  upon 
the  rates  which  have  been  in  force  up  to  the  time  of  the  investi- 
gation as  to  make  these  evidences  of  value  an  unasfe  and  unsatis- 
factory criterion  in  a  case  involving  the  propriety  of  such  rates 
themselves. 

The  cost  of  reproduction,  on  the  other  hand,  was  always  sus- 
ceptible of  a  reasonably  accurate,  scientific  estimate,  depending 
as  it  does  solely  upon  an  accurate  inventory  and  the  estimate 
of  competent  engineers  of  the  value  of  each  article  therein 
enumerated.  Consequently  we  find  that  in  nearly  all  valuations 
for  rate-making  purposes  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  property 
has  been  taken  as  the  primary  basis  for  the  ascertainment  of  its 
fair  value,  modifications  having  usually  been  made  in  such  re- 
production cost  as  a  concession  to  what  was  deemed  to  be  fair^ 
ness  in  the  particular  case  under  consideration. 

In  short  the  tendency  has  been  to  give  predominating  weight 
to  the  reproduction  cost  value  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility 
in  ascertaining  the  fair  value  of  such  property  for  rate-making 
purposes,  and  to  disregard  almost  entirely  the  other  evidences  of 
value  furnished  by  the  original  cost  of  the  property,  its  value  as 
indicated  by  the  amount  and  market  value  of  its  stocks  and  bonds, 
and  its  value  as  indicated  by  its  earning  capacity  under  the  exist- 
ing or  proposed  rates. 

The  ascertainment  of  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  a 
public  utility  is  not  to  be  controlled  by  artificial  rules  or  fixed 
formulas.  It  is  not  a  thing  to  be  computed  on  an  adding  machine 
or  comptometer.  It  is  first,  last,  and  all  the  time  a  matter  calling 
for  the  exercise  of  sound  judgment,  and  such  judgment  must  in 
turn  be  based  upon  a  full  and  thorough  consideration  of  all  the 
material  facts.  The  original  cost  of  the  property,  as  nearly  as 
ascertainable,  is  one  of  these  material  facts,  in  that  the  actual 
cost  to  the  investor  must  of  necessity  have  an  important  bearing 
upon  the  fair  value  of  his  property  (iedicated  to  the  public  use 
at  the  time  of  its  acquisition.  The  reproduction  cost  of  the  prop- 
erty is  another  material  fact  to  be  considered,  for  the  reason 
that  it  throws  light  upon  the  actual  present  value  of  the  property 
used  in  the  public  service,  and  enables  us  to  give  such  considera- 
tion as  may  be  just  and  proper  to  losses  in  value  which  have 
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ensued  through  the  property  being  used  in  the  public  service,  and 
as  well  to  any  accretions  in  value  which  the  property  may  have 
undergone  during  the  same  period.  The  market  value  of  the 
bonds  and  stocks  of  a  utility  having  such,  and  the  amount  and 
character  of  the  outstanding  obligations  of  one  not  having  bonds, 
is  a  material  fact  to  be  considered  for  two  reasons :  First,  for 
the  evidentiary  value  which  it  has  as  to  the  generally  accepted 
commercial  value  of  the  entire  property ;  and,  second,  as  bearing 
upon  the  propriety  of  any  order  of  the  Commission  fixing  rates 
which  might  destroy  public  confidence  in  the  desirability  of  in- 
vestment in  the  obligations  of  the  utility  which  might  have  to 
be  issued  in  order  to  enable  it  to  render  adequate  service  at 
present,  or  make  proper  and  necessary  extensions  and  improve- 
ments to  its  service  in  future.  And  finally  we  consider  the  earn* 
ing  value  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  under  the  existing 
rates  a  most  material  fact  in  determining  the  fair  value  of  such 
property,  in  that  the  only  real  value  which  any  property  has  to 
its  owner  is  its  earning  value  or  capacity,  and  such  earning 
capacity  must  of  necessity  be  considered  in  any  attempt  to  arrive 
at  its  fair  value  to  such  owner. 

But  we  are  by  no  means  to  be  understood  as  meaning  that 
having  ascertained  these  four  values,  it  would  be  proper  to  add 
them  together,  and  then  divide  the  total  by  four,  in  order  to 
arrive  at  the  fair  value  of  the  property  for  rate-making  purposes. 
Such  a  course  would  be  absurd  and  childish,  not  worthy  even 
the  experiment  of  rational  men.  For  in  one  case,  the  original 
cost  of  the  property  may  be  entitled,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
to  littJe  or  no  consideration  in  arriving  at  the  fair  value  of  the 
property  for  rate-making  purposes,  although  it  is  difficult  to  see 
how  any  rational  mind  could  disregard  entirely  all  evidence  of 
the  original  cost  of  the  property  to  the  investor  in  the  determina- 
tion of  the  final  question  of  value.  In  another  case,  such  as  that 
of  a  great  railroad  company  which  had  many  years  ago  acquired 
large  quantities  of  land  at  nominal  figures  and  had  lived  to  see 
such  land  enhanced  in  value  a  thousandfold  by  reason  of  its 
peculiar  adaptability  to  the  uses  of  said  railroad,  the  repro- 
duction or  replaceinent  cost  of  such  land  at  the  present  time 
would  be  entitled  to  but  slight  consideration  in  ascertaining  the 
rates  which  it  would  be  fair  to  permit  such  railroad  to  charge  its 
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patrons  for  its  service.  In  another  case  the  market  value  of 
the  stocks  and  bonds  of  a  utility  might  be  so  far  inflated  or  de- 
pressed by  temporary  conditions  as  to  throw  little  or  no  light 
upon  the  question  of  the  actual  value  of  the  property  represented 
thereby.  And  in  another  case  the  earning  value  of  the  property 
might  be  so  evidently  and  obviously  attributable  to  ezcessive 
rates  of  charge  under  existing  schedules  as  to  justify  it  being 
entirely  disregarded  in  ascertaining  the  propriety  of  a  proposed 
new  schedule  of  rates.  And  even  after  considering  these  four 
elements  or  factors  of  value,  we  find  that  in  none  of  them  have 
we  touched  upon  the  very  material  question  of  the  character  of 
service  rendered  by  the  utility  to  the  public  For,  of  course,  the 
value  of  the  property  of  a  utility  which  is  able  to  render  good  and 
satisfactory  service  to  its  patrons  is  greater  both  to  the  public 
and  to  itself  than  that  of  one  which  is  able  to  render  only  poor 
and  unsatisfactory  service. 

When,  in  valuing  the  property  of  a  public  utility  for  rate- 
making  purposes,  we  have  considered  its  original  cost,  its  re- 
production cost,  the  amount  and  market  value  of  its  bonds  and 
stocks,  the  earning  value  of  the  property,  and  the  worth  of  the 
service  to  the  consumer,  we  find  that  the  problem  is  by  no  means 
solved. 

The  true  solution  lies  much  deeper  than  any  such  mere  for- 
mula of  terms  as  this.  It  is  fundamental,  and  in  its  last  analysis 
will  be  found  to  lie  in  placing  a  rational,  reasonable,  and  equi- 
table interpretation  upon  the  term  ^^value"  itself. 

[2]  When  we  speak  ordinarily  of  "value'*  we  have  in  our 
mind  a  more  or  less  definite  conception  of  the  kind  of  value  we 
mean.  In  one  case  it  is  exchange  value,  in  another  it  is  maricet 
value,  in  another  it  is  service  value,  in  another  it  is  functional 
value,  in  another  it  is  value  for  taxation,  and  in  another  it  may 
be  the  value  which  property  has  in  a  case  involving  the  exercise 
of  the  power  of  eminent  domain.  Each  of  these  several  con- 
oeptions  of  value  involved  a  different  idea  and  a  different  mean- 
ing from  that  of  any  other  conception  of  value. 

And  so  when  we  speak  of  "fair  value"  in  a  rate-making  case 
we  find  we  must  of  necessity  acquire  an  entirely  new  and  dis- 
tinct conception  of  this  term  "value."  It  is  not  a  composite 
of  all  other  values.    Nor  is  it  of  necessity  merely  a  modification 
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of  anj  of  the  aforegoing  opnceptions  of  value,  any  more  tiban  a 
newly  discovered  star  in  the  firmament  is  a  composite  of  all  the 
other  stars  in  the  firmament  or  a  modification  of  any  one  of  the 
same.  But  it  i^  an  entirely  nev7  and  distinct  ^^value.''  It  may 
in  some  respects  partake  of  the  diaracteristics  of  some  other 
values,  or  of  all  other  values,  but  neverthdess  it  is  a  conception 
of  value  for  a  different  purpose,  and  is  as  readily  susceptible  of 
ascertainment  independently  of  any  other  particular  value,  as 
such  other  particular  value  is  susceptible  of  ascertainment  in- 
dependently of  it. 

The  purpose  of  the  ascertainment  of  any  particular  value  can 
never  be  lost  sight  of  in  determining  what  that  value  is.  Hence 
when  we  know  that  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  ^^f  air  value" 
of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  is  to  enable  the  state  to  fix  rates 
for  service,  it  would  be  illogical  in  the  estreme  to  adopt  as  to  the 
standard  of  such  ^^fair  value,"  some  other  value  the  purpose  of 
which  is  not  to  fix  rates  for  service,  but  is  based  upon  some 
entirely  different  and  possibly  contradictory  consideration.  Thus> 
a  house  may  be  for  sale  in  the  open  market  Our  conception  of 
its  value  is  therefore  necessarily  its  market  value.  A  man  may 
have  on  his  property  a  water  right  which  has  no  market  value  as 
such,  but  is  greatly  desired  by  a  lower  mill  owner.  The  price 
paid  in  such  instance  would  be  based  upon  the  "service  value"  of 
such  water  right  And  so  we  could  go  on  multiplying  instances 
of  different  conceptions  of  value  almost  without  number.  In 
every  case  we  would  find  that  the  final  and  controlling  conception 
of  value  must  of  necessity  depend  upon  the  end  or  aim  in  view 
of  one  or  both  the  contracting  parties. 

And  so  in  the  case  of  ascertaining  the  "fair  value"  of  the 
property  of  a  public  utility.  Its  purpose  is  the  fixing  of  rates, — 
rates  which  shall  be  fair  both  to  the  public  and  to  the  utility. 
And  if  the  rates  are  to  be  fair,  it  must  logically  follow  that  the 
value  which  is  to  be  used  as  the  basis  of  those  rates  must  be  fair, 
and  must  at  all  times  be  predicated  upon  that  ultimate  use  which 
is  to  be  made  of  the  same. 

Therefore  it  is  that  when  we  come  to  fix  the  "fair  value"  of 
the  property  of  a  public  utility  for  rate-making  purposes,  and 
reach  the  point  at  which  we  must  of  necessity  consider  the  origi- 
nal cost  of  such  property,  we  must  take  such  original  cost  into 
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consideration  just  so  far  as  in  our  best  judgment  it  bears  upon 
the  question  of  fairness  as  between  the  public  and  utility.  If, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  particular  case,  it  would  seem  to 
be  fair  and  just  to  give  the  original  cost  of  the  property  con- 
trolling wei^t  in  our  final  determination,  this  should  be  done. 
But  if  we  find  the  property  has  actually  cost  either  far  more  or 
far  less  than  we  consider  its  real  worth  as  between  the  public  and 
the  utility,  then  such  original  cost  should  be  given  but  little 
weight. 

Again,  when  we  reach  the  point  at  which  we  must  consider 
the  reproduction  cost  of  the  property,  we  must  search  our  con* 
sciences,  as  it  were,  to  determine  just  what  weight  should  be 
given  such  reproduction  cost  In  one  case  it  will  seem  to  us  in 
fairness  entitled  to  great  weight,  in  another  to  but  little. 

And  so  on  all  down  the  list  of  the  various  evidences  of  value 
which  we  know  must  be  considered — ^always  weighing  one  against 
the  other,  or  in  the  light  of  the  other,  just  as  we  judge  the  char^ 
acter  of  an  individual  by  a  due  consideration  of  all  his  manifold 
traits  and  characteristics. 

The  fixing  of  rates  for  public  service,  and  incidentally  the 
valuation  of  the  property  for  the  use  of  which  those  rates  are 
to  be  charged,  has  been  termed  ^'an  equitable  process  of  the 
highest  order." 

And  such  in  fact  it  is  and  must  be  allowed  to  remain,  if 
justice  is  to  be  done  at  all  times  and  under  all  cireumstances  to 
those  whose  rights  are  involved  in  such  inquiries. 

Physical  Property. 

Directly  DistribvJted  Costs. 

By  the  term  "directly  distributed  costs"  as  used  in  this  pro- 
ceeding is  meant  all  such  costs  as  can  satisfactorily  be  allocated  or 
apportioned  to  the  fixed  capital  accounts  to  which  they  relate. 
The  meaning  of  the  term  can  best  be  understood  by  stating  that 
it  excludes  all  such  charges  as  contractors'  profits,  omissions  and 
contingencies,  brokerage  and  discount,  engineering  and  super- 
intendence, law  expenditures,  interest,  insurance  and  taxes  dur- 
ing construction,  general  executive  costs,  and  other  similar 
expenditures  which  are  nearly  always  incurred  during  construo- 
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tion,  but  which  cannot  satisfactorily  be  apportioned  to  any  par- 
ticular piece  of  construction  as  the  work  progresses,  and  must 
therefore  subsequently,  or  at  regular  intervals,  be  apportioned 
over  all  the  work  of  construction  done  during  a  given  period. 

In  this  case,  as  we  have  hereinbefore  explained,  the  Com- 
mission, by  reason  of  the  agreement  of  counsel  and  engineers, 
was  relieved  of  the  necessity  of  making  a  detailed  investiga- 
tion into  the  original  and  reproduction  cost  of  these  items  of 
the  company's  tangible  physical  property. 

The  Commission's  conclusions  upon  these  values  as  of  Sep- 
tember 30,  1913,  are  to  be  found  in  exhibits  Nos.  29,  30,  and  31, 
and  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 


Item 

Balto.  City 

Md.  Elsewhere 

Total 

Real  Estate 

9    745,703 

2,087,265 

2,551,644 

11,508 

185,879 

708,058 

2,358,933 

1,466,207 

931,582 

Equipment , 

2,795,323 

Exchange  Lines 

4,910,577 
1,477,716 

Toll  Lines 

Total 

$5,396,120 

4,719,077 

10,115,197 

In  arriving  at  his  estimates  of  the  directly  distributed  costs, 
Mr.  W.  W.  Anderson,  superintendent  of  the  investigation,  on 
behalf  of  the  Commission,  based  his  estimates  in  the  main  upon 
known  costs  of  similar  construction  in  Maryland  and  other  ju- 
risdictions, supplemented  by  his  judgment  as  a  practical  tele- 
phone engineer  as  to  the  fair  cost  of  reproducing  the  property 
of  the  respondent  in  this  state. 

The  company's  engineer,  Mr.  &.  W.  Whittemore,  on  the  other 
hand,  based  his  estimates  upon  data  covering  a  period  of  several 
years  antecedent  to  the  appraisal  showing  the  actual  cost  to  the 
company  of  construction  work. 

It  is  significant  that  there  was  an  initial  difference  of  less 
than  $500,000  between  these  two  engineers  in  their  total  valua- 
tions of  the  above  items  (less  real  estate)  valued  by  the  Com- 
missions at  $9,183,615.  These  differences  were  subsequently 
reconciled  in  conference  as  hereinbefore  explained. 

In  the  case  of  the  real  estate  there  was  a  greater  initial  dif- 
ference between  the  appraisers,  about  20  per  cent,  the  company's 
^gures  being  based  almost  whoUy  upon  the  original  cost  of  the 
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land  and  buildings,  and  the  Commidsion's  appraisers,  upon  the 
theory  of  reproduction  cost.  During  the  oourse  of  the  conf  erenoea 
on  these  items  it  was  found  that  a  large  part  of  the  difference 
arose  from  the  fact  that  the  company's  St.  Paul  exchange  had 
been  constructed  inamediately  after  the  Baltimore  fire  of  1904, 
when  building  costs  of  all  kinds  were  abnormal,  and,  in  view  of 
this  fact,  the  company  conceded  a  material  reduction  in  its  fig- 
ures. Other  concessions  were  also  made  in  a  spirit  of  mutual 
fairness,  with  the  result  that  the  final  figure  as  to  the  real  estate 
was  agreed  upon  and  subsequently  ratified  by  the  Commission. 

At  a  later  period  additions  to  the  above  figures  were  made  for 
construction  between  September  30,  1913,  and  June  30,  1914, 
but  as  these  additions  embraced  the  overheads  as  well  as  the 
directly  distributed  costs^  they  will  be  embodied  in  subsequent 
simimaries. 

[3]  To  the  above  figures,  however,  should  be  added  the  cost 
of  the  company's  rights  of  way.  The  details  of  the  appraisals 
of  these  rights  of  way  are  to  be  found  in  exhibits  Nos.  61  and 
62,  and  the  methods  by  which  they  were  made  by  the  respective 
engineers  are  set  forth  in  Mr.  Anderson's  and  Mr.  Whittemore's^ 
testimony  given  March  31,  1915.  In  this  instance  there  was  con- 
siderable difference  between  the  engineers  which  they  were 
unable  to  reconcile.  The  Commission  concluded,  after  full  con* 
sideration  of  the  question,  that  the  company's  figures  in  this 
respect  were  not  only  fair,  but  were  extremely  conservative,  and 
therefore  found  them  to  represent  the  value  of  the  company's 
rights  of  way  (exclusive  of  easements  in  the  public  streets  of 
Baltimore  city)*    These  figures  were  as  follows: 

Baltimore  City  Md.  Elsewhere  Total 

$34»000  313,659  347,«&9' 

The  addition  of  these  rights  of  way  brought  the*  total  figures^ 
for  the  directly  distributed  costs  up  to  the  following: 

Baltimore  City  Md.  Elsewhere  Total 

$5,430^120  6,032,736  10,462,86^ 

Construction  Overheads. 

[4]  In  defining  the  term  "directly  distributed  costs"  we  have 
in  substance  defined  the  term  "Construction  Overheads"  as 
being  those  costs  which  enter  into  the  total  cost  of  physical 
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property  in  place,  bnt  which  cannot  be  satisfactorily  allocated  or 
apportioned  to  the  fixed  capital  accounts  to  which  they  relate. 

As  used  in  this  case,  the  term  was  designed  to  embrace  the 
following  items,  some  of  which  are  found  in  the  standard  ac- 
counting system  for  telephone  companies  prescribed  by  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  and  in  Accounting  Circular  No. 
8,  Standard  Telephone  Accounts,  Bell  Telephone  System,  effec- 
tive January  1,  1913,  arid  some  of  which  are  not  so  found,  but 
which  would  seem  properly  to  belong  in  the  same  category : 

Contractor'B  profit. 
Omissions  and  contingencies, 

Interest  during  construction Account  268 

Engineering  and  superintendence "  271 

Law  expenditures  during  construction  '*  272 

Taxes  during  construction   '*  273 

General  executive  costs   "  274 

Insurance  during  construction  **  274 

Miscellaneous  construction  expenditures  "  274 

Some  or  all  of  these  items  are  frequently  confused  in  the 
literature  of  rate  making  with  certain  items  of  intangible  values, 
such  as  organization  (account  201),  going  value,  cost  of  estab- 
lishing the  business,  development  cost,  etc.,  the  whole  being 
grouped  indiscriminately  as  "overheads." 

Eut  it  will  be  noted  that  the  above  items  embraced  within 
the  term  "construction  overheads"  are  in  §o  sense  intangible 
values,  and  that  they  do  not  partake  of  the  nature  of  such. 

The  items  which  we  have  enumerated  as  "construction  over- 
heads" form  just  as  much  a  part  of  the  actual  cost  of  the  phys- 
ical property  in  place  when  we  come  to  value  it,  as  do  the  items 
of  material  and  the  cost  of  the  day  laborer  who  finishes  the 
property  in  the  shop  or. puts  it  in  place  on  the  ground.  The 
only  difference  is  that  while  we  can  always  allocate  or  apportion 
to  the  specific  account  the  cost  of  the  article  as  it  comes  from 
the  shop  or  factory  and  the  cost  of  the  labor  directly  used  in 
putting  it  in  place,  we  cannot  so  readily  allocate  or  apportion 
to  individual  articles,  or  even  individual  accounts,  those  costs 
which  are  spread  over  a  great  number  of  both  similar  and  dis- 
similar articles;  such  as  "interest  during  construction,"  "en- 
gineering and  superintendence,"  and  the  others  above  enumer- 
ated.   These  are  "overheads"  in  the  sense  that  they  are  spread 

over  a  great  number  of  articles,   but  they  are  in  no   sense 
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"intangibles,"  since  ishey  are  just  as  clearly  a  cost  of  the  physical 
property  as  those  costs  which  we  have  termed  "directly  distribut- 
ed costs."  "Intangibles,"  on  the  other  hand,  relate  more  par- 
ticularly to  those  items  which  pertain  to  the  "business"  of  the 
utility  or  to  the  additional  value  which  it  has  by  reason  of  being 
a  going  concern,  rather  than  to  its  physical  property. 

Thus  the  expenses  of  organization  are  incurred  not  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  constructing  the  plant  and  putting  it  in  con- 
dition to  do  business,  but  more  particularly  and  specifically  for 
the  purpose  of  conducting  the  business  when  the  plant  is  in  a 
position  to  do  business.  And  so  the  "cost  of  establishing  busi- 
ness," "going  value,"  etc.,  all  relate  to  the  bvMness  as  such 
rather  than  to  the  physical  property  of  the  utility. 

We  make  this  explanatiqn  at  this  length  for  the  reason  that 
there  is  an  idea  in  some  quarters  that  when  "construction  over- 
heads" such  as  we  have  enumerated  are  allowed  in  a  valuation 
for  rate-making  purposes,  the  utility  is  being  given  the  benefit 
of  some  imaginary  or  wholly  speculative  cost  to  which  it  has  not 
proven  itself  clearly  entitled,  but  which  is  given  it  merely  upon 
the  assumption  that  it  or  something  else  like  it  must  have  been 
incurred  in  the  construction  of  its  plant  and  property.  We  trust 
that  we  have  made  it  clear  that  such  is  not  the  case,  but  that 
these  "constructicA  overheads"  when  established  are  just  as 
much  a  part  of  the  actual  cost  of  the  physical  property  as  is  the 
labor  and  material  which  have  entered  into  and  been  directly 
traced  to  each  separate  item  of  the  same. 

[6]  With  this  explanation  we  do  not  feel  that  it  is  ii:cessary 
to  go  with  great  detail  into  the  particulars  of  the  several  items 
allowed  on  this  account  It  will  suj£ce  to  say  that  the  Commis- 
sion had  the  benefit  of  three  estimates  of  these  construction  over^ 
heads,  to  wit,  the  estimate  of  Mr.  Anderson,  the  Commission's 
superintendent  of  the  investigation,  of  Mr.  Phelps,  the  Commis- 
sion's chief  engineer,  a  gentleman  of  wide  experience  in  valuation 
work  of  all  kinds,  and  of  Mr.  Whittemore,  the  company's  engi- 
neer in  direct  charge  of  this  investigation  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
pany, and  that  these  three  estimates  were  independently  made. 
In  view  of  the  manner  in  which  the  respective  engineers  arrived 
at  their  unit  costs,  it  was  virtually  conceded  that  the  company 
woiild  not  be  entitled  to  any  allowance  cm  account  of  contractors' 
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profits.  The  ^'miscellaneous  oonstmction  expenditures/'  account 
No.  274,  were  merged  with  the  other  overheads. 

These  estimates,  the  reports  relating  thereto,  and  the  sum* 
manes  of  the  same  are  to  be  found  in  exhibits  Nos.  63  to  75  in- 
clusive. 

Expressed  in  percentages,  such  estimates  and  the  findings  of 
the  Commission  based  upon  the  reports  and  a  great  volume  of 
other  evidence  heard  on  the  subject,  were  as  follows: 


Item 

Company 

Mr.  Ander- 
son 

Chief 
Engineer 

Oommifl- 
slon 

Gronp  A 
Directly  Distributed  Costs,  including 
Riehts  of  Wav 

Group  B 
(Exprewed  in  %  of  A) 

OmisaionB  and  Contingenciee 

Group  C 
(Each  expressed  in  %  of  A  +  B) 
Engineering  and  Superintendence. . . 
Taxes  dunng  Oonfltrnction .......... 

2.97 

5.26 
.04 

2.48 
.85 

7.00 

19.36 

2.48 

2.90 
.035 

2.25 
.85 

4.60 

18.66 

5.00 

5.00 
2.50 

2.97 

5.26 
.04 

General  Executive  and  Legal 

Insurance  during  Construction 

Group  D 
(Expressed  in  %  of  A+B+0) 

Interest  during  Constmction 

Ratio    of    Aggregate    Construction 
Overheads  to  Directly  Distributed 
Costs,  including  Rights  of  Way 

2.43 

.85 

12.00 
26.42 

6.25 
17.67 

The  Commission's  findings  as  to  the  proper  allowances  for 
the  several  construction  overheads  were  duly  apportioned  to  the 
property  in  Baltimore  city  and  Maryland  elsewhere,  and 
brought  the  total  figures  for  the  physical  property  of  the  com- 
pany up  to  the  following: 


Balto.  City 

Md.  Elsewhere 

Total 

Directly  Distributed  Costa. . 
Constraction  Overheads 

$5,430,120 
959,750 

$5,032,736 
889,513 

$10,462,856 
1,849,263 

$6,389,870 

$5,922,249 

$12,312,119 

Working  CapUai. 
[6]  In  the  instructions  to  the  appraisers  issued  in  this  in- 
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vestigation,  the  term  "working  capital"  was  defined  as  follows: 
"Working  capital  is  the  amount  of  cash  and  supplies,  or  other 
available  assets  readily  convertible  into  cash  without  pecuniary 
sacrifice,  reasonably  necessary  to  be  kept  on  hand  by  the  com- 
pany for  the  purpose  of  meeting  its  current  obligations  as  they 
arise,  and  enabling  it  to  operate  economically  and  eflSciently.  It 
should  be  taken  to  embrace  such  a  stock  of  materials  and  supplies 
as  is  reasonably  necessary  to  enable  the  company  to  make  repairs 
and  minor  replacements  chargeable  to  operation  without  unrea- 
sonable delay  or  expense,  and  to  meet  operating  contingencies 
and  emergencies  not  taken  care  of  by  other  reserves  or  allowances, 
and  generally  should  be  a  sum  reasonably  sufficient  to  bridge  the 
gap  between  outlay  and  reimbursement.  It  should  be  determined 
with  due  regard  to  the  company's  ordinary  outstandings,  both 
payable  and  receivable,  the  ordinary  condition  of  its  stock  or 
supplies  in  hand,  the  natural  and  ordinary  risks  of  its  business, 
the  condition  of  its  credit,  its  custom  in  the  purchase  of  supplies, 
and  as  to  carrying  its  accounts  with  banks  and  others,  whether 
at  interest  or  otherwise,  its  method  of  rendering  bills  for  service 
and  time  required  for  the  payment  thereof,  the  character  and 
nature  of  its  obligations  funded  and  unfunded,  and  all  other 
circumstances  bearing  upon  the  economical  and  efficient  opera- 
tion of  the  business." 

The  subject  of  working  capital  is  covered  in  pages  1257-1339 
inclusive  of  the  record,  containing  the  remarks  of  counsel  and 
testimony  of  witnesses,  and  by  exhibits  Nos.  76  to  82  inclusive, 
filed  in  connection  with  the  same. 

It  is  obvious  from  the  above  definition  that  every  public 
utility,  great  and  small,  must  at  all  times  carry,  in  addition  to  a 
reasonable  stock  of  material  and  supplies  necessary,  for  current 
construction  and  repairs,  a  certain  amount  of  "liquid  assets" 
which  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  invest  in  fixed  property  and 
upon  which  it  can  therefore  not  expect  to  receive  any  direct 
return  from  the  public.  The  carrying  of  these  'liquid  assets'' 
is  as  much  an  incident  of  the  business  in  which  the  company  is 
engaged  as  is  the  carrying  of  its  physical  assets,  since  the  latter 
would  be  of  no  benefit  to  the  public  if  the  company  were  not  in  a 
position  to  operate  the  same  in  the  public  service.  Hence  it  is 
only  reasonable  that  in  any  valuation  of  the  utility's  property  for 
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rate-making  purposes  due  account  should  be  taken  of  the  work- 
ing capital  so  invested  and  the  utility  permitted  to  earn  a  fair 
return  upon  the  same. 

This  principle  is  universally  accepted,  and  the  only  questions 
which  ever  arise  in  connection  therewith  relate  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  working  capital  should  be  computed. 

In  this  investigation  three  entirely  different  and  distinct 
theories  for  its  computation  were  advanced. 

Mr.  Anderson,  the  Commission's  superintendjent  of  the  in- 
vestigation, in  his  exhibit  No.  78,  explained  by  him  on  pages 
1332  to  1339,  inclusive,  of  the  record,  stated  that  the  compu- 
tation of  a  proper  allowance  for  working  capital  was  not  strictly 
an  engineering  problem,  but  rather  a  problem  of  finance  or  busi- 
ness upon  which  the  Commission  was  best  qualified  to  pass  in 
the  exercise  of  its  sound  judgment  and  discretion.  He  further 
stated  that  in  response  to  the  request  of  the  assistant  general 
counsel  he  had  prepared  an  estimate  showing  that  an  allowance 
of  $300,000  for  this  item  would  be  reasonable,  this  allowance 
being  based  partly  on  the  difference  between  the  company's 
working  assets  and  working  liabilities  as  shown  by  its  books 
during  the  years  1913  and  1914,  but  more  particularly  upon  a 
consideration  of  the  company's  average  monthly  gross  expenses 
during  the  year  1914.  He  estimated  this  sum  to  be  2.9  per  cent 
of  the  agreed  directly  distributed  costs  plus  omissions  and  con- 
tingencies. In  support  of  this  conclusion  he  cited  the  allowances 
for  working  capital  in  a  number  of  other  investigations,  and 
showed  that  they  ranged  from  2.9  per  cent  to  4.6  per  cent  of 
the  investment. 

The  estimate  of  Mr.  Phelps,  the  Commission's  chief  engineer, 
was  $500,000,  made  up  of  $250,000,  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
company's  pay  roll  for  a  month  and  a  half,  $195,000,  three 
months'  material  and  supplies,  $25,000  for  advances  on  account 
of  labor,  expenses,  team  hire,  etc.,  paid  the  men  traveling  around 
the  state,  and  $10,000  for  deposits  in  the  rural  banks  drawing 
no  interest 

The  estimate  of  Mr.  Paine,  the  company's  eiogineer,  was 
$524,900,  made  up  as  follows: 
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Advances  to  employees,  etc $27,000 

Bank  deposits   119,000 

Earned  but  not  collected 226,600 

Materials  and  supplies  152,300 

Total    $524,900 

This  estimate  was  explained  at  length  in  Mr.  Paine's  exhibit 
No.  81,  and  in  his  testimony  covering  pages  1277-1331  of  the 
record.  The  only  figures  in  Mr.  Paine's  estimate  which  would 
seem  to  require  comment  or  explanation  are  those  relating  to  the 
deposits  in  bank. 

Mr.  Paine  explained  that  there  are  twenty-seven  little  banks 
in  rural  communities  which,  in  consideration  of  the  maintenance 
therein  of  small  deposits,  perform  under  the  direction  of  the 
company^s  treasurer  all  the  functions  of  an  employee  engaged 
in  the  collection  of  money  from  the  subscribers,  performing  these 
functions  with  much  greater  eflSciency  and  economy  than  they 
could  be  performed  by  the  company's  employees.  Upon  these 
deposits  the  company  receives  no  interest.  The  deposits  in  the 
three  banks  patronized  by  the  company  in  Baltimore  city  were 
shown  to  range  from  $50,000  to  over  $800,000  according  to 
varying  conditions,  the  interest  on  these  deposits  being  very 
small,  and  being  immaterial  in  this  connection  for  the  reason 
that  it  is  accounted  for  among  the  company's  miscellaneous 
earnings. 

In  addition  to  the  above  the  Commission  had  before  it,  in 
exhibits  Nos.  79,  80,  and  82,  exhaustive  summaries  of  allowances 
made  by  other  commissions  and  by  engineers  throughout  the 
coimtry  on  account  of  working  capital  in  other  cases,  these  allow- 
ances ranging  generally  between  4  and  7  per  cent  of  the  plant 
investment. 

In  the  light  of  the  evidence  before  it,  the  Commission  conclud- 
ed that  an  allowance  of  $600,000  for  working  capital  would  be 
reasonable  in  this  particular  case  on  the  reproduction  cost  new 
basis. 

[7]  Inasmuch  as  the  allowance  for  working  capital  is  not 

subject  to  depreciation,  it  is  not  usually  added  to  the  appraisal 

until  the  present  or  depreciated  value  of  the  entire  property  has 

been  ascertained. 
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Additions  to  Plwni  from  September  SO,  191S,  to  June  SO,  1914. 

All  telephone  companies  snbj^t  to  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
Oommission  are  required  to  file  their  annual  reports  a»  of  June 
30. 

It  was  originally  hoped  to  have  this  investigation  concluded 
early  in  1914,  but  the  work  attending  the  appraisal  grew  to 
such  magnitude  that  this  was  found  impossible  and  the  date 
was  moved  up  to  June  30,  1914.  Consequently  the  inventory 
was  made  as  of  September  30,  1913,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  company's  books  and  vouchers  would  be  resorted  to  for 
the  actual  cost  of  all  additions  up  to  June  30,  1914. 

These  additions  are  set  forth  in  detail  in  exhibit  No.  108  filed 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  and  were  understood  to  embrace 
all  proper  allowances  for  construction  overheads. 

They  are  set  forth  in  gross  in  the  following  table: 


Balto.  City 

Md.  Elsewhere 

Total 

Asof  Sept.  30,  1913 

Additions  to  June  30,  1914. 

$6,389,870 
879,  ISO 

$5,922,249 
370,918 

$12,312,119 
750,078 

Total 

$6,769,030 

$6,293,167 

$13,062,197 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  we  have  several  times  referred  to  the 
above  figures  as  representing  the  reproduction  cost  new  of  the 
respondent  company's  property  in  this  state. 

But  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  property  is  not  new.  To  the  con- 
trary practically  all  of  it  has  been  in  use  for  an  appreciable 
time,  and  the  great  bulk  of  it  has  been  in  use  for  some  years. 

The  next  question  naturally  to  arise  is  whether  any  deduction 
at  all  is  to  be  made  from  the  above  figures  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  the  property,  taken  in  its  entirety,  is  no  longer  new,  and,  if 
so,  what  deduction  shall  be  made  on  such  account. 

This  brings  us  to  the  subject  of  "Depreciation,''  which  will 
be  next  discussed. 

Depreciation. 

[S,  9]  That  the  element  of  depreciation  must  be  duly  con- 
sidered in  any  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  for 
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rate-making  purposes  has  been  definitely  determined  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Knoxville  v. 
Knoxville  Water  Co.  212  TJ.  S.  13,  53  L.  ed.  380,  29  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  148,  decided  in  1909,  in  which  that  court  said  in  speaking 
of  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  water  company : 

"This  valuation  was  determined  ...  by  ascertaining 
what  it  would  cost  ...  to  reproduce  the  existing  plant  as 
a  new  plant  •  .  .  The  cost  of  reproduction  is  not  always  a 
fair  measure  of  the  present  value  of  a  plant  which  has  been  in 
use  for  many  years.  The  items  composing  the  plant  depreciate 
in  value  from  year  to  year  in  varying  degree. 

".  .  .  It  is  not  easy  to  fix  at  any  given  time  the  amount  of 
depreciation  of  a  plant  whose  component  parts  are  of  different 
ages  with  different  expectations  of  Ufe.  But  it  is  clear  that  some 
substantial  allowance  for  depreciation  ought  to  have  been  made  in 
this  case." 

In  the  more  recent  case  of  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v. 
Shepard)  230  TJ.  S.  352,  67  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A.  (N.S.) 
1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  decided  in 
1912,  the  Supreme  Court  said:  "When  an  estimate  of  value  is 
made  on  the  basis  of  reproduction  new,  the  extent  of  existing  de- 
preciation should  be  shown  and  deducted,  .  .  .  We  are  con- 
cerned with  a  charge  of  confiscation  of  property  by  the  denial  of  a 
fair  return  for  its  use  and  to  determine  the  truth  of  the  charge 
there  is  sought  .  .  .  the  present  value  of  the  property.  .  .  . 
When  particular  physical  items  are  estimated  as  worth  so  much 
new,  if  in  fact  they  be  depreciated,  this  amount  should  be  found 
and  allowed  for.  If  .  .  .  not  .  .  .  the  physical  valuation 
is  manifestly  incomplete." 

Unfortunately,  however,  the  Supreme  Court  has  never  laid 
down  any  definite  rule  for  the  ascertainment  of  existing  depre- 
ciation, or  even  intimated  whether,  in  valuing  the  property  of  a 
public  utility  for  rate-making  purpose,  the  state  or  other  regu- 
latory body  should  determine  the  measure  of  existing  deprecia- 
tion by  mere  physical  deterioration  of  the  property,  or  take  into 
consideration  that  additional,  functional  deterioration  which 
practically  all  property  undergoes  with  the  lapse  of  time,  but 
which  in  large  part  may  be  said  to  be  latent  at  any  particular 
time. 
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In  the  case  now  under  inyedtigation  both  these  theories  were 
advanced.  The  company,  on  the  one  hand,  contended  in  effect 
that  the  true  present  or  depreciated  value  of  its  property  was  to 
be  determined  solely  with  reference  to  its  actual,  present  physi- 
cal condition  as  determined  by  inspection. 

Counsel  for  the  people  and  for  the  Protective  Telephone  Asso- 
ciation, on  the  other  hand,  contended  that  the  true  test  of  the 
present  or  depreciated  value  of  the  property  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses must  depend  upon  and  be  measured  by  the  unexpired  life 
of  the  present  plant  and  property  as  a  whole. 

Counsel  for  the  people  conceded  that  when  the  property  of  a 
public  utility  is  used  up  or  consumed,  wholly  or  in  part,  in  the 
service  of  the  public,  the  proprietors  of  the  utility  are  just  as 
much  entitled  to  get  back  from  the  public  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty so  consumed  as  th^  are  entitled  to  get  back  the  moneys 
expended  in  operation,  or  to  receive  a  fair  return  upon  their 
investment,  and  that  the  utility  is  entitled  of  right  to  embody  in 
its  charges  for  service  a  sum  not  only  sufficient  to  keep  its  prop- 
erty currently  up  to  the  highest  standard  of  efficiency  for 
rendering  service,  but  also  a  further  sum  to  be  reserved  by  the 
utility  for  the  purpose  of  replacing  such  property  with  other 
property  of  equal  value  the  moment  the  original  property  goes 
out  of  service  from  wear  and  tear,  inadequacy,  obsolescence,  or 
any  other  cause. 

Hence  if  we  were  dealing  now  with  a  new  property  which  had 
begun  operations  under  the  existing  system  of  state  r^ulation, 
the  problem  before  us  would  present  no  difficulties. 

In  such  a  case,  under  the  approved  system  of  accounting  at 
present  in  force,  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  company  to  set 
up  on  its  books  one  or  more  depreciation  reserve  accounts  into 
which  would  be  paid  out  of  earnings  at  regular  periods  amounts 
equal  to  the  depreciation  which  the  property  was  estimated  to 
have  undergone  during  such  periods.  The  result  at  any  given 
time  would  be  that  the  utility  would  have  a  depreciated  prop- 
erty, but  would  have  a  fund  in  its  reserve  accounts  exactly 
balancing  the  aggregate  of  such  depreciation.  And  if  the  funds 
paid  into  such  reserves  had  been  invested  in  new  and  additional 
plant,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  depreciation  which  the  original 
property  had  undergone  would  have  been  made  up  by  such  ad- 
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ditional  property  so  that  the  aggregate  value  of  the  original 
property,  less  the  depreciation,  plus  the  additions  paid  for  out 
of  the  reserves,  would  exactly  equal  the  original  investment 

The  same  result  would  follow  even  though  the  earnings  had 
not  been  sufficient  to  enable  the  utility  to  set  up  such  depreciation 
reserves.  In  such  a  case  the  utility  would  have  the  depreciated 
property,  but  would  at  the  same  time  have  a  claim  against  the 
public  growing  out  of  the  fact  that  the  utility  had  not  been  re- 
paid the  depreciation  which  its  property  had  undergone.  Con- 
sequently the  depreciated  value  of  the  property,  plus  the  claim 
against  the  public  on  account  of  such  depreciation,  would  always 
equal  the  original  investment. 

Or,  as  a  third  alternative,  the  public  might  have  paid  a  part 
of  the  depreciation,  but  not  the  whole  of  it.  In  such  a  case 
the  utility  would  have  the  depreciated  property,  plus  the  sum 
in  its  depreciation  reserves,  plus  its  claim  against  the  public 
for  the  balance  of  the  depreciation,  and  the  sum  of  the  three 
would  again  equal  the  original  investment. 

In  any  of  these  three  cases  it  will  be  seen  that  the  utility 
would  be  entitled  to  earn  upon  the  actual  value  of  the  prop- 
erty embraced  in  the  original  investment,  but  would  not  be 
permitted  to  earn  upon  the  reserves  or  upon  any  new  property 
purchased  out  of  the  same.  Hence,  in  case  of  a  company  which 
had  maintained  full  depreciation  reserves  and  invested  the  whole 
in  additional  plant,  the  problem  would  be  merely  to  ascertain 
the  value  of  the  entire  plants  and  deduct  from  such  value  the 
amount  of  the  reserves.  The  difference  would  be  the  value  of 
the  stockholders'  investment  upon  which  they  would  be  entitled 
to  a  return,  and  the  public  would  thus  get  automatically  the  re- 
turn upon  its  share  of  the  total  investment,  in  that  it  would  get 
the  benefit  of  the  use  of  the  same,  and  would  not  have  to  pay 
the  stockholders  a  return  thereon. 

The  correctness  of  this  principle  was  recognized  by  Mr. 
Theodore  N.  Vail,  president  of  the  American  Telephone  &  Tele- 
graph Company,  in  his  report  for  1918  to  the  stockholders,  where 
he  said: 

"The  policy  of  investing  the  depreciation  reserve  in  revenue- 
earning  plant  has  continued,  and  the  public  is  getting  the  ad- 
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vantage  of  the  use  of  a  large  amount  of  plant  upon  which  no 
dividends  or  interest  charges  have  to  be  met" 

Consequently  it  would  seem  to  be  dear  that  the  ideal  con- 
dition for  a  public  utility  subject  to  state  regulation  would  be 
for  such  a  utility  to  have  a  depreciation  reserve  created  and 
kept  up  by  the  public,  at  all  times  ample  to  cover  not  only  the 
existing,  visible  deterioration  of  its  property,  but  also  all  latent 
depreciation,  in  order  that  it  might  be  in  a  position  to  make  re- 
placements when  and  ad  required.  Such  a  reserve  would  stand 
as  a  perpetual  guaranty  to  the  utility  against  any  loss  the  prop- 
erty might  sustain  in  the  public  service,  and  at  tiie  same  time  as 
a  perpetual  guaranty  to  the  public  that  the  utility  would  always 
be  in  a  position  to  render  adequate  service. 

In  such  a  case  all  questions  of  the  actual  existing  deprecia- 
tion of  the  plant  would  be  immaterial,  save  in  so  far  as  its 
condition  might  bear  upon  its  efficiency.  For  if  the  reserve  were 
20  per  cent,  and  existing  depreciation  10  per  cent,  the  utility 
would  still  be  entitled  to  earn  only  upon  80  per  cent  of  the  entire 
investment  as  it  might  be  found  to  exist  at  any  given  time.  Nor 
would  it  make  any  difference  if  the  existing  depreciation  should 
fluctuate  from  year  to  year, — 8  per  cent  one  year  and  possibly 
18  per  cent  another  year, —  for  if  the  reserves  were  ample  in  the 
first  instance,  they  would  always  cover  such  depreciation,  and 
even  though  they  might  under  extreme  conditions  fall  short  of 
BO  doing,  the  stockholders  would  have  for  the  time  being  their 
claim  against  the  public,  which  would  bring  the  total  value  of 
their  investment  up  to  its  original  amount. 

But  in  the  case  now  before  us,  we  are  not  confronted  by 
such  a  situation.  Here  we  have  a  company  which  has  been 
in  operation  in  this  state  for  over  thirty  years.  During  that 
period  the  bulk  of  its  property  has  been  renewed  time  and  again, 
the  renewal  of  the  average  whole  having  probably  been  at  least 
twice.  Meanwhile  the  utility  has  not  been  controlled  by  state 
regulation  in  the  sense  in  which  we  now  use  that  term.  Within 
limits,  the  company  has  bee^  free  to  make  what  charges  it  chose 
for  service,  and  to  use  its  net  revenues  at  will  either  in  declaring 
dividends  to  its.stoddiolders,  or  in  buying  and  installing  prop- 
erty which  is  now  to  be  found  in  its  existing  fiamL    For  many 

years,  and  in  fact,  until  quite  recently,  it  maintained  no  reserves 
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for  the  replacement  of  property  worn  out  in  the  public  service  or 
retired  for  other  reasons.  Such  replacements  were  made  either 
out  of  earnings  or  out  of  borrowed  capital,  we  know  not  which. 
The  books,  kept  by  entirely  different  systems  from  those  now  in 
vogue,  fail  to  disclose  with  any  degree  of  certainty  how  much 
or  how  little  of  the  present  property  was  purchased  out  of  earn- 
ings or  charged  to  the  operating  expense  accounts.  True,  as  the 
figures  from  these  books  are  now  presented  to  us,  they  show 
no  material  or  excessive  earnings  in  the  past  upon  the  basis 
of  the  average  annual  plant  investment.  But  who  can  say  with 
any  d^ree  of  assurance  that  the  plant  investment  itself  was 
made  solely  out  of  outside  capital,  or  that  it  was  not  in  part 
made  up  of  funds  which  imder  the  present  system  of  accounting 
would  appear  as  earnings? 

It  is  impossible  for  us  to  determine  at  this  date  the  precise 
amount  actually  invested  in  this  enterprise  by  the  proprietors 
themselves,  or  how  much,  if  any,  of  the  investment  has  been 
contributed  by  the  public. 

These  conclusions  would  seem  to  be  fully  justified,  not  as  a 
criticism,  but  as  a  fact,  by  the  following  excerpt  from  the  annual 
report  of  1910  by  Mr.  Vail,  to  the  stockholders  of  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company: 

"The  entire  disregard  or  underestimating  of  depreciation  and 
future  replacements  is  the  cause  of  nearly  all  the  financial  dis- 
asters that  hfiTve  occurred  in  the  telephone  business,  and  has  been 
the  common  failing  of  newcomers  in  the  telephone  field  from  the 
beginning  to  the  present  time. 

"Current  repairs  on  new  plant,  even  of  the  old-tiine  tem- 
porary character,  were  small;  no  surplus  or  reserve  was  pro- 
vided; profits  were  apparently  large,  as  were  dividends* 

"A  false  atmosphere  of  prosperity  surrounded  the  business 
which  was  not  dispelled  until  replacements  of  plant  through 
decay  or  obsolescence  became  imperative;  .  .  .  until  a  con- 
dition existed  where,  to  correct  mistakes  of  the  past,  capital  had 
to  be  expended  without  producing  any  corresponding  increase 
in  the  revenue. 

"The  inevitable  was  in  some  cases  postponed  by  excessive 
charges  to  construction  account,  but  came  in  time,  as  it  is  bound 
to  come,  under  such  conditions.    .    .    /* 
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This,  then,  is  the  history  of  the  company  the  preseat  value 
of  whose  property  we  are  now  called  upon  to  determine. 

To  ascertain  from  its  books  as  they  standi  how  much  of  its 
property  was  paid  for  by  capital  advanced  by  the  proprietors 
and  how  much  by  funds  collected  from  the  public  is  impos- 
sible. To  go  back  and  rewrite  its  books  at  this  late  date  is  equally 
impossible. 

All  we  know  with  certainty  is  that  prior  to  1907  this  com- 
pany did  not  maintain  the  reserves  necessary  to  meet  the  de- 
preciation of  its  property  as  it  Arose,  and  that  it  now  has  reserves 
which  its  counsel  and  witnesses  declare  to  be  wholly  inadequate. 

Turning  to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Knox- 
ville  Water  Co.  Case  above  referred  to,  we  find  that  the  court 
has  there  stated : 

^^A  water  plant  •  •  •  begins  to  depreciate  •  •  •  from 
the  moment  of  its  usa  Before  coming  to  the  question  of  profit 
at  all,  the  company  is  entitled  to  earn  a  sufficient  snm  annuall;^ 
to  provide  not  only  for  current  repairs,  but  for  making  good  the 
depreciation  and  replacing  the  parts  of  the  property  when  they 
come  to  the  end  of  their  life.  The  company  is  not  bound  to  see 
its  property  gradually  waste  without  making  provisions  out  of 
earnings  for  its  replacement.  It  is  entitled  to  see  that  from 
earnings  the  value  of  the  property  invested  is  kept  unimpaired, 
so  that  at  the  end  of  any  given  term  of  years  the  original  in- 
vestment remains  as  it  was  at  the  beginning.    .     .    • 

"If,  however,  a  company  fails  to  perform  this  plain  duty  and 
to  exact  sufficient  returns  to  keep  the  investment  unimpaired, 
whether  this  is  the  result  of  unwarranted  dividends  upon  over- 
issues of  securities  or  of  omission  to  exact  proper  prices  for 
the  output,  the  fault  is  its  own.  When,  therefore,  a  public 
regulation  of  its  prices  comes  under  question,  the  true  value  of 
the  property  then  employed  for  the  purpose  of  earning  a  revenue 
caimot  be  enhanced  by  a  consideration  of  the  errors  in  manage- 
ment which  have  been  committed  in  the  past." 

This  language  would  seem  at  first  blush  to  justify  a  public 
service  commission  or  other  regulatory  body  in  holding  that  the 
proprietors  of  a  public  utility  which  had  operated  under  the 
conditions  above  pictured  should  be  obliged  for  all  time  to  bear 
the  loss  in  the  value  of  their  investment  which  they  had  failed  to 
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guard  against  in  the  past  by  setting  up  and  maintaining  adequate 
depreciation  reserves. 

But  a  close  study  of  this  decision  and  of  the  numerous  other 
decisions  of  the  same  court  upon  the  subject  of  state  regulation 
of  public  utilities  leads  us  to  believe  that  such  language  should 
not  be  so  construed. 

In  the  first  place  it  is  seldom  wholly  just  to  penalize  any- 
one for  failing  to  do  a  thing  which  he  had  no  reason  to  believe 
it  was  his  duty  to  do.  Thirty  years  ago,  or  even  twenty  years 
ago,  the  theory  of  the  depreciation  reserve  was  hardly  known, 
much  less  generally  understood.  As  we  know  it  to-day,  it  is  an 
evolution  in  accounting  so  far  as  applied  to  public  utilities.  It 
has,  of  course,  always  been  understood  that  a  business  man  must 
make  provision  in  advance  against  the  time  when  the  property 
used  in  his  business  will  wear  out  and  be  no  longer  fit  for  use. 
But  the  idea  that  the  proprietor  of  a  public  utility  had  an 
absolute  right  to  charge  the  public  a  sum  sufficient  to  create  and 
maintain  such  a  reserve  was  bom  of  the  necessity  which  arose 
when  the  states  first  began  to  engage  actively  in  the  regulation  of 
rates,  and  to  say  that  the  man  engaged  in  a  public  business  of 
this  character  should  be  limited  in  his  profits  to  a  fair  return 
upon  his  investment. 

And  in  the  second  place,  a  literal  interpretation  of  this  lan- 
guage of  the  Supreme  Court  would  in  many  cases  defeat  the 
very  object  which  the  state  has  in  view  in  regulating  such 
enterprises, — the  furnishing  of  adequate  service  at  reasonable 
rates. 

As  we  have  seen  in  our  illustration  of  the  new  company  start- 
ing under  state  regulation,  an  ample  reserve  is  necessary  to 
enable  the  utility  at  all  times  to  render  adequate  service.  With- 
out such  a  reserve,  the  utility  whose  property  must  be  replaced 
when  it  is  worn  out  and  no  longer  capable  of  rendering  service 
must  either  secure  outside  capital  for  the  purpose  of  making 
such  replacements,  a  thing  it  would  find  great  difficulty  in  doing 
under  such  circumstances,  or  it  would  have  to  charge  its  patrons 
a  higher  rate  for  service  in  order  to  raise  such  funds.  This 
would  result  in  frequent  fluctuations  in  the  prices  for  service, 

and  in  a  hand-to-mouth  existence  on  the  part  of  the  utility 
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which  would  be  conducive  neither  to  public  confidence  nor  effi- 
cient service. 

Therefore  it  would  seem  that  all  we  have  said  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  ample  depreciation  reserves  in  the  case  of  a  new  company 
applies  with  equal  if  not  greater  force  to  the  ease  of  an  old  com- 
pany. In  other  words,  an  ample  reserve  for  depreciation  is  an 
absolute  necessity  in  the  case  of  every  public  utility,  whether 
new  or  old. 

And  it  further  seems  to  us  that  if  mistakes  have  been  made 
in  the  past  by  such  utility,  through  a  failure  to  set  up  proper 
depreciation  reserves,  the  sooner  such  mistakes  are  corrected 
and  the  utility  placed  on  a  sound  basis  with  respect  to  such  re- 
serves, the  better  it  will  be  for  all  concerned. 

But  we  do  not  think  that  such  mistakes  should  be  corrected 
wholly  and  all  at  once  at  the  expense  of  the  public,  as  is  done 
where  existing  depreciation  is  ignored,  and  the  stockholders  per- 
mitted to  earn  upon  the  full  undepreciated  value  of  the  properly 
as  found  at  the  date  of  the  valuation.  This  course  has  fre- 
quently been  pursued  by  other  commissions  upon  the  theory 
that  if  the  public  has  not  paid  for  the  depreciation  which  has 
come  to  pass  and  now  exists,  the  public  owes  the  bill  and  can  best 
pay  it  by  having  the  existing  property  valued  for  rate-making 
purposes  at  its  full  value.  In  itself  this  would  not  be  a  great 
injustice  to  the  public,  but  it  becomes  an  injustice  when  the 
public  is  then  required  to  assume  the  burden  of  creating  and 
maintaining  from  year  to  year  the  depreciation  reserves  which 
should  have  been  created  years  before.  For  the  reserve  created 
in  the  future  covers  not  only  the  depreciation  which  accrues  in 
the  future,  but  as  well  the  past  depreciation  which  will  not  be- 
come wholly  manifest  until  some  time  in  the  more  or  less  distant 
future. 

Thus  to  make  the  public  assume  the  burden  of  past  or  exist- 
ing depreciation  by  valuing  the  property  at  its  cost  new,  and  at 
the  same  time  require  the  public  to  create  a  resen^e  to  take  care 
of  the  existing  as  well  as  future  deterioration  of  the  property, 
would  be  to  make  the  public  pay  the  same  debt  twice.  On  the 
other  hand  to  require  the  company  to  bear  the  whole  burden  of 
the  existing  deterioration,  actual  and  theoretical^  and  make  no 
provision  to  enable  it  to  meet  it  when  it  matures  by  the  retire- 
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ment  piece  by  piece  of  the  entire  property  now  in  service,  would 
be  rather  too  severe  a  penalty  to  impose  upon  the  utility  for  its 
more  or  less  inadvertent  failure  to  guard  against  such  loss  in 
the  past. 

In  order  to  avoid  all  such  injustice,  both  to  the  public  and 
to  the  company,  we  have  therefore  concluded  to  determine  in 
the  first  place  how  large  a  depreciation  reserve  the  public  should 
properly  create  and  maintain.  Having  determined  this  question, 
which  for  the  reasons  above  stated  we  feel  to  be  fundamental 
and  of  prime  importance,  we  will  determine  in  due  course  the 
rate  at  which  the  public  should  be  required  to  build  up  such 
reserve,  and  the  valuation  which  the  property  shall  be  given 
pending  that  process. 

We  believe  such  course  will  speedily  result  in  placing  this 
company's  affairs  upon  a  sound  and  just  basis.  The  mistakes 
of  the  past  cannot  all  be  corrected  in  a  moment.  If  time,  how- 
ever, is  taken  for  their  correction,  they  can  usually  be  so  appor- 
tioned along  lines  of  justice  and  equity  that  neither  party  will 
particularly  feel  the  harm,  and  in  the  end  both  will  be  better 
off.  The  duty  of  a  public  service  commission  is,  in  our  judg- 
ment, to  build  for  the  future,  due  regard  being  had,  of  course, 
to  individual  present' rights. 

.    Depreciation  Reserves, 

[10]  The  company's  witnesses  in  this  case  contended  that  it 
should  be  permitted  to  create  in  the  immediate  future  and 
thereafter  maintain  depreciation  reserves  normally  equal  to  from 
20  to  25  per  cent  of  its  plant  investment.  We  have  carefully 
considered  this  contention  both  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
company's  probable  requirements  in  the  future,  and  its  actual 
experience  in  the  past.  Our  conclusion  is  that  the  public  should 
be  required  to  create  depreciation  reserves  not  normally  exceed- 
ing 20  per  cent  of  the  plant  investment  as  the  same  appears  from 
time  to  time.  After  this  reserve  has  been  created,  and  the  prop- 
erty in  its  entirety  comes  to  be  valued,  it  will  be  found  that 
four  fifths  of  the  same  belongs  to  the  stockholders  and  that  one 
fifth  has  been  contributed  by  the  public.  This  advance  will  have 
been  made  by  the  public  as  its  guaranty  that  so  far  as  It  is  con- 
cerned the  company  will  at  all  times  be  in  a  position  to  make 
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replacements  of  its  property  when  and  as  they  are  required  for 
efficient  service.  And  the  reserve  of  20  per  cent  beiiig  created, 
and  invested  in  additions  to  plant,  the  company  would  be  entitled 
to  earn  upon  80  per  cent  of  the  total  investment 

Of  course  it  cannot  be  expected  that  a  depreciation  reserve  of 
20  per  cent  of  the  plant  investment  would  remain  at  that  precise 
percentage  for  any  appreciable  period  of  time,  for  the  very 
object  and  purposes  of  the  reserve  presuppose  that  it  will 
fluctuate  from  month  to  month  with  l^e  necessarily  erratic 
drafts  thereon  for  replacements.  Therefore  when  we  speak  of  a 
20  per  cent  depreciation  reserve  we  mean  a  reserve  whose  normal 
average  maximum  shall  be  approximately  20  per  cent  of  the 
total  plant  investment. 

One  of  the  company's  witnesses  further  contended  that  the 
size  of  the  reserve  to  be  required  by  a  public  utility  is  a  ques- 
tion to  be  determined  by  its  executive  officers^  and  that  for  a 
pubUc  service  commission  to  attempt  to  determine  that  question 
would  be  for  it  to  usurp  the  functions  of  such  executives.  We 
see  strong  reason  in  this  contention  and  believe  it  to  be  correct. 
Therefore  it  is  that  we  say  that  the  public  shall  not  be  required 
to  create  a  reserve  of  over  20  per  cent.  If  the  executives  of 
this  company  feel  that  a  larger  reserve  is  required  for  the  proper 
administration  of  its  affairs,  they  will  be  at  liberty  to  create  the 
same  either  out  of  surplus,  or  out  of  money  derived  from  outside 
sources,  as  they  may  elect 

By  the  term  "plant  investment"  as  used  in  this  connection 
we  mean  the  entire  physical  property,  including  land,  build- 
ings, and  rights  of  way  as  well  as  its  equipment,  exchange  lines, 
and  toll  lines.  The  books  of  the  company  show  that  the  total 
depreciation  reserves  created  by  the  public  of  Maryland 
amounted  to  $1,367,700  June  30,  1914.  It  will  be  seen  subse- 
quently that  this  amount  is  considerably  less  than  20  per  cent 
of  the  amount  which  we  find  to  be  the  fair  value  of  the  property. 

The  question  of  the  rate  at  which  the  remainder  of  this 
reserve  shall  be  created  will  be  determined  when  we  come  to 
discuss  the  question  of  fair  return. 

Present  Depreciated  Value. 

[11-14]  We  come  now  to  the  ascertainment  of  the  present 

depreciated  value  of  this  company's  property. 
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Counsel  and  witnesses  for  the  company  contended  that  these 
questions  of  depreciation  reserves,  the  expense  of  depreciation, 
and  existing  depreciation,  had  no  connection,  one  with  the 
other;  that  existing  depreciation  had  to  do  only  with  the  past, 
and  that  the  expense  of  depreciation,  depreciation  reserves,  and 
their  related  accounts,  had  to  do  only  with  the  future. 

With  this  contention  we  are  unable  to  agree. 

Bates  are  to  be  fixed  for  the  future,  not  for  the  pest.  It 
is  true  that  we  are  engaged  in  ascertaining  the  present  fair 
value  of  this  property  in  its  depreciated  condition,  but  the  rates 
which  we  are  to  fix  will  be  earned  upon  the  fair  value  of  that 
property  as  it  may  exist  from  time  to  time  in  the  future.  The 
property  has  already  depreciated.  It  is  depreciating  to-day.  It 
will  depreciate  still  further  to-morrow  and  eadi  day  in  the 
future.  Therefore  were  we  to  fix  a  rate  based  solely  upon  the 
fair  value  of  the  property  to-day,  the  return  from  that  rate 
would  be  too  high  when  related  to  the  diminished  value  of  the 
property  to-morrow. 

The  process  of  depreciation  is  not  a  thing  which  can  be 
divided  into  separate  epochs,  and  different  principles  for  its 
determination  applied  to  each.  To  the  contrary,  depreciation 
of  physical  property,  like  decay  of  any  other  kind,  is  a  single 
process.  It  began  in  the  past,  it  is  going  on  in  the  present,  and 
will  continue  to  go  on  in  the  future.  It  is  in  fact  a  single  proc- 
ess and  should  be  so  regarded. 

And  this  id  particularly  true  in  a  case  involving  the  valu- 
ation of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses. 

In  an  ordinary  case  of  bargain  and  sale,  where  the  vendor 
is  devested  of  the  title  to  property  and  such  titles  vested  in  the 
vendee,  the  process  of  depreciation  may  well  be  regarded  as 
divided  into  two  periods,  the  past  and  the  future.  In  such  a 
case  the  actual,  visible  depreciation  which  the  property  has 
undergone  in  the  past  is  the  paramount  factor  for  consideration. 
Likewise  in  a  proceeding  involving  the  exercise  of  the  right  of 
eminent  domain.  Present  physical  condition  is  the  chief  factor 
for  consideration. 

But  in  a  case  involving  the  fixing  of  rates  the  situation  is 
different.     In  such  a  case  there  is  no  question  (except  in  the 
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distant  one  of  confiscation)  of  devesting  the  title  of  the  owner 
and  vesting  it  in  another.  The  whole  assumption  is  that  the 
present  owner  of  the  property  will  continue  indefinitely  to  own 
and  use  the  same  in  the  public  service. 

And,  as  we  have  seen,  there  is  still  an  additional  assumption 
which  does  not  exist  in  a  case  of  sale  or  condemnation^  to  wit^ 
that  the  public  for  whose  primary  use  the  property  is  being  used 
will  at  all  times,  pay  to  keep  that  property  in  proper  repair, 
and  at  the  end  of  its  life  of  usefulness  will  replace  it  with  other 
property  of  equal  value. 

Surely,  where  property  is  held  and  used  by  a  public  utility 
upon  such  terms,  the  depreciation  of  that  property  must  be 
regarded  as  a  single  and  individual  process. 

These  general  conclusions  can  best  be  illustrated  by  concrete 
application  to  the  contentions  of  the  respective  parties  in  this 
particular  case. 

The  company  contended  that  existing  depreciation  was  to  be 
determined  solely  with  reference  to  the  actual,  present  physical 
condition  of  the  property  as  determined  by  inspection.  Counsel 
for  the  people,  on  the  other  hand,  contended  that  it  must  be 
measured  by  the  ratio  of  the  expired  life  in  service  to  the  original 
entire  expectation  of  life  as  estimated  by  competent  engineers. 

The  exhibits  and  evidence  of  the  respective  parties  were  based 
upon  these  entirely  different  theories. 

Both  agreed  that  under  the  accounting  rules  applicable  to 
telephcme  companies,  the  true  inquiry  was  the  present  quan- 
tity of  service  value  of  the  property. 

In  exhibit  No.  90  prepared  by  the  company's  engineers,  it 
appeared  that  no  allowance  oa  account  of  depreciation  was 
made  in  the  case  of  the  company's  land  aiid  rights  of  way.  In 
the  case  of  buildings^  a  careful  examination  was  made  by  com- 
petent men  to  determine  the  cost  of  repairs  necessary  to  be 
made  in  order  to  make  such  buildings  as  good  as  new.  As  to 
the  plumbing,  heating,  and  elevator  systems,  estimates  were 
made  of  the  deterioration  not  susceptible  of  specific  repair.  It 
was  found  that  the  cost  of  these  repairs,  etc.,  would  aggregate 
4.87  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  new  of  such  buildings. 

In  exhibit  "No.  89  prepared  by  the  Commission's  superin- 
tendent of  investigation,  the  original  life  in  service  of  t&ese 
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buildings  was  estimated  at  fifty  years,  this  being  the  life  of 
buildings  of  this  class  in  the  opinion  of  many  engineers,  and 
resulting  in  an  annual  rate  of  depreciation  of  2  per  oent  It 
was  estimated  that  the  buildings  had  been  in  service  an  average 
of  7.66  years,  making  a  total  depreciation  of  15.12  per  cent  of 
their  reproduction  cost  new. 

Reference  to  the  company's  exhibit  No.  107  shows  that,  in 
determining  the  annual  expense  of  depreciation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  creating  and  maintaining  its  depreciation  reserves,  the 
company's  engineers  estimate  the  life  of  its  average  buildings 
at  twenty-four  years,  and  that  at  the  end  of  that  period  they 
will  have  a  salvage  value  of  38  per  cent.  This  results  in  an 
annual  rate  of  depreciation  of  2.6  per  cent,  and  under  the  theory 
of  counsel  for  the  people,  assuming  the  age  of  7.56  years  to  be 
correct,  the  existing  depreciation  would  be  19.656  per  cent  of 
the  reproduction  cost  new,  as  against  the  4.87  per  cent  estimated 
by  the  company's  engineers. 

If,  now,  we  still  assume  the  average  age  of  the  buildings  to 
be  7.56  years,  .we  find  that  during  the  greater  part  of  this 
period  the  company  has  been  collecting  each  year  from  the 
public  2.6  per  cent  of  the  value  of  these  buildings,  and  putting 
it  aside  in  a  reserve  designed  at  the  end  of  twenty-four  years 
from  the  average  date  of  their  erection  to  replace  the  same  with 
other  buildings  of  the  same  value.  Thus  we  find  the  contention 
of  the  company  to  be  that,  although  it  has  colle<rted  from  the 
public  19.66  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  these  buildings  upon  the 
theory  that  they  have  been  depreciating  in  value  at  the  rate 
of  2.6  per  cent  a  year,  yet  at  the  end  of  7.66  years  they  have 
depreciated  in  the  aggregate  but  4.87  per  cent:  These  figures 
are  not  exactly  accurate,  as  the  company  has  not  in  fact  been 
collecting  the  reserves  at  this  rate  during  the  whole  of  the  7.56 
years,  and  there  is  some  doubt  whether  the  actual  average  age  of 
the  buildings  is  exactly  7.56  years;  but  this  is  the  principle  to 
which  we  are  asked  to  subscribe  by  the  company's  counsel  and 
witnesses  in  determining  the  depreciated  value  of  its  property. 

It  is  hardly  necessary  to  say  that  such  contention  is  repugnant 
to  the  average  man's  sense  of  justice  and  right,  and  it  is  by  this 
very  contention  and  a  close  and  analytical  study  of  the  refine- 
ments of  reasoning  by  which  its  correctness  is  sought  to  be  ecH 
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tablished  that  we  are  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  the  practical 
solution  of  this  problem  lies,  as  we  have  stated,  in  requiring  the 
public  to  contribute  in  the  first  instance  a  depreciation  reserve 
which  will  be  ample  to  meet  the  replacement  requirements  of 
the  company  from  time  to  time  as  they  may  exist,  and  which 
will  relieve  us  from  the  necessity  for  all  time  to  come  of  en- 
deavoring to  keep  pace  with  the  average  age  and  probable  life  of 
each  of  the  million  individual  pieces  of  property  in  this  com- 
pany's entire  plant 

We  will  not  go  at  length  into  the  other  details  of  these  three 
very  interesting  exhibits.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  same  method 
of  ascertaining  existing  depreciation  by  the  inspection  method 
is  followed  by  the  company  to  the  extent  of  approximately  $3,- 
750,000  of  its  property.  As  to  approximately  $2,500,000  of  the 
property,  the  company's  engineers  base  their  estimate  of  existing 
depreciation  upon  the  ratio  of  actual  age  in  service  to  estimated 
entire  life  in  service,  the  method  adopted  throughout  by  the 
Commission's  superintendent  of  the  investigation.  As  to  the  re- 
mainder  of  the  property,  or  approximately  $5,300,000  of  the 
same,  the  company's  witnesses  confess  their  inability  to  estimate 
the  existing  depreciation  by  either  of  ihe  above  methods,  and 
base  their  estimates  solely  upon  their  individual  judgment  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  the  property  in  question  has  actually 
deteriorated  in  the  past. 

The  final  result  of  the  two  exhibits  Nos.  89  and  90  is  that  the  . 
company  equates  the  existing  depreciation  to  10.77  per  cent  of 
the  reproduction  cost  new  of  the  entire  property,  land  and  rights 
of  way  included,  and  the  Commission's  superintendent  of  investi- 
gation, by  following  the  life-table  method,  equates  it  to  22.93 
per  cent 

Applied  to  the  actual  reproduction  cost  figures  as  determined 
by  the  Commission  and  hereinbefore  set  forth  this  difference  was 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Andergon    $2,993,856 

Mr.  Whittemore  1,406,799 

Difference $1,587,057 

As  has  been  seen,  this  large  difference  between  these  two 
engineers  results  simply  and  solely  from  the  application  of  dif- 
ferent theories  to  a  given  state  of  facts. 
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We  have  already  said  enough  to  show  very  clearly  that  we 
cannot  subscribe  to  the  theory  advanced  by  the  company  for  the 
ascertainment  of  existing  depreciation  in  the  property  of  a  public 
utility. 

Any  theory  for  ascertaining  existing  depreciation  in  the  plant 
of  a  public  utility  which  confines  such  depreciation  solely  to  the 
actual,  visible,  physical,  demonstrable  deterioration  which  can 
be  seen  by  the  human  eye  and  measured  by  the  human  hand, 
must  of  necessity  ignore  that  other  species  of  deterioration  which 
the  experience  of  the  past  has  demonstrated  beyond  peradventure 
exists  in  the  property  of  every  telephone  company,  although  it 
cannot  always  be  seen  by  the  human  eye  or  measured  by  the 
human  hand. 

We  refer  to  that  tendency  upon  the  part  of  all  such  property 
to  become  inadequate  or  obsolete  with  the  lapse  of  time.  We  find 
it  in  the  case  of  practically  every  building  which  this  company 
owns.  Amply  adequate  to-day,  they  may  become  entirely  inade- 
quate to-morrow.  Counsel  for  the  Protective  Telephone  Associa- 
tion very  aptly  called  our  attention,  during  his  argument,  to  an 
instance  of  this  very  kind  in  the  case  of  the  building  in  which 
the  offices  of  this  Commission  are  located.  Some  eleven  years 
ago  the  proprietors  of  the  Baltimore  News  built  a  handsome,  ex- 
pensive, and  modem  seven-story  building  at  the  southeast  comer 
of  Fayette  and  Calvert  streets  in  Baltimore  city.  At  the  end  of 
five  years  the  building  was  virtually  as  good  as  new  and  would 
probably  have  lasted  for  fifty  years  longer.  Upon  inspection  it 
would  no  doubt  have  appeared  that  an  expenditure  of  10  per 
cent  of  its  original  cost  would  have  made  it  absolutely  as  good 
as  new.  And  yet  at  the  end  of  about  five  years,  the  owners  of 
this  building  found  that  they  needed  more  extensive  quarters. 
Meanwhile  land  at  this  point  had  advanced  greatly  in  price.  A 
aeven-story  building  was  out  of  place  on  such  a  site.  Thereupon 
the  former  structure — still  good  for  fifty  years  or  more,  but  now 
both  inadequate  and  in  a  sense  obsolete — was  torn  down  at  prac- 
tically a  total  loss,  and  an  eighteen-story  modem  office  building 
erected  in  its  place. 

This  was  but  a  single  case.    In  itself  it  proves  nothing.    But 

what  happened  once  in  the  case  of  this  single  building  happens 

almost  daily  in  the  case  of  the  plant  of  a  great  telephone  com- 
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pany.  Almost  every  day  a  pole  is  taken  down  which  has  not 
worn  out  from  natural  decay.  But  its  usefulness  in  that  particu- 
lar place  is  gone,  and  it  must  be  supplanted  by  a  heavier  or 
sounder  pole.  So  often  in  fact  have  such  things  occurred  in 
the  case  of  this  and  other  similar  companies^  that  engineers  have 
been  able  to  compute  with  reasonable  accuracy  the  extent  to 
which  this  species  of  replacement  will  take  place  from  year  to 
year.  Life-tables  have  been  jwrepared  showing  the  expected  life 
of  every  article  in  the  plant  of  a  telephone  company,  and  the 
experience  of  the  past  has  shown  these  tables  to  be  reasonably 
accurate.  As  experience  shows  otherwise,  they  are  modified. 
Such  tables  perform  the  same  relative  function  in  the  -case  of  a 
telephone  company  as  mortuary  tables  perform  in  the  case  of  a 
life  insurance  company.  They  are  the  last  expression  of  trained 
scientific  thought  on  the  subject  based  upon  the  experience  of 
the  past.  They  are  the  best  evidence  which  science  can  afford  as 
to  what  the  future  holds  in  store  for  the  property  of  a  telephone 
company. 

As  such  they  are  used  in  determining  what  sum  of  money 
must  be  collected  from  the  public  each  year  over  and  above  cur- 
rent operating  expenses  to  meet  this  ever-recurring  cost  of  prop- 
erty going  out  of  service  either  through  physical  decay,  inade- 
quacy, obsolescence,  or  other  causes.  And  as  such  they  are 
brought  to  this  Commission  and  urged  upon  it  as  a  proper  factor 
to  be  considered  in  determining  what  are  in  fact  the  net  profits 
of  the  stockholders  in  the  operation  of  their  property. 

For  these  reasons  we  feel  that  we  would  in  no  sense  be  justi- 
fied in  ignoring  these  scientific  data  as  to  the  probable  future  life 
of  this  property,  and  saying  that  in  determining  its  present  value 
we  will  confine  ourselves  solely  to  the  evidence  of  physical  decay 
we  find  therein,  and  disregard  entirely  the  company's  o^vn  con- 
tention that  such  property  contains  inherently  an  equally  large 
degree  of  latent  deterioration  which,  although  not  visible  to-day, 
will,  as  a  scientific  certainty,  manifest  itself  to-morrow. 

From  the  conclusions  we  have  reached  it  would  seem  that  we 

would  naturally  adopt  Mr.  Anderson's  estimate  of  the  existing 

depreciation,  22.97  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  new.    This, 

however,  we  cannot  do.    Mr.  Anderson  did  the  best  he  possibly 

could  with  the  data  in  hand  as  to  the  average  age  of  the  company's 
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investment,  but  we  are  by  no  means  satisfied  that  his  final  con- 
clusions in  this  respect  are  correct,  although  in  the  light  of  other 
facts  before  us  we  believe  them  to  be  approximately  so  in  the  final 
result. 

On  page  4  of  exhibit  No.  89,  Mr.  Anderson  equates  the  aver- 
age estimated  life  of  the  company's  entire  plant  and  property  to 
19.08  years,  by  which  he  means  that  the  entire  value  of  the 
property  at  any  time  would  be  turned  over  in  dollars  once  in 
19.08  years,  not  that  19.08  years  is  the  outside  or  even  average 
life  of  each  particular  piece  of  property  in  the  plant. 

Mr.  Whittemore,  in  his  exhibit  No.  107,  states  that  the  com- 
pany should  have  approximately  6.25  per  cent  of  its  plant  in- 
vestment annually  in  order  to  be  at  all  times  in  a  position  to 
make  plant  replacements.  This  estimate  would  indicate  an 
average  plant  life  of  sixteen  years. 

The  Wisconsin  Eailroad  Commission,  which  has  given  this 
question  close  and  careful  study  for  many  years,  estimates  that 
the  annual  average  rate  of  depreciation  in  the  case  of  a  telephone 
property  is  8  per  cent,  indicating  an  average  life  of  twelve  and 
one  half  years. 

The  respondent  company's  tables  for  estimating  the  annual 
expense  of  depreciation  follow  closely  the  Wisconsin  figures,  and 
indicate  an  approximate  plant  life  of  about  twelve  and  one  half 
years. 

In  view  of  these  facts  this  Commission  feels  that  it  would  be 
reasonable  and  fair  to  all  alike  to  assume  for  the  purposes  of 
this  case  that  the  average  life  of  the  company's  plant  now  under 
investigation  is  sixteen  years. 

This  point  established,  the  question  remains,  what  is  the 
average  age  in  service  of  the  plant  as  we  have  it  to-day  ? 

Mr.  Anderson,  in  exhibit  No.  89,  estimates  this  average  age 
of  the  entire  plant  at  4.36  years.  The  company's  witnesses 
disclaimed  all  ability  to  give  this  Commission  any  idea  of  the 
average  age  in  service  of  the  plant. 

Mr.   Paine,   a  witness  for  the  company,   testified  that  the 

average  age  of  the  dollar  invested  in  other  similar  telephone 

plants  of  the  same  group  was  five  years,  but  that  this  did  not 

necessarily  mean  that  the  average  age  of  the  plant  itself  was  five 

years. 
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Eeference  to  chart  XL  on  page  68  of  the  ^^ITotes  cm  Deprecia- 
tien''  filed  by  the  Commission's  assistant  general  coimsel  would 
se^Qi  to  indicate  an  average  age  of  the  plant  of  between  three 
and  five  years,  certainly  not  less  than  three  nor  more  than  five. 

We  are  aware  of  the  fact  that  this  property  has  always  been 
kept  up  to  a  high  level  of  efficiency,  and  feel  that  this  fact 
should  be  given  due  consideration  in  any  estimate  of  aggregate 
existing  depreciation. 

From  these  figures  it  would  appear  that,  under  the  theory 
which  we  have  decided  to  be  correet,  the  property  in  its  entirety 
should  properly  be  regarded  as  having  depreciated  for  rate- 
making  purposes  somewhere  from  18.7  per  cent,  if  we  assume 
an  average  age  of  three  years,  to  31.2  per  cent  if  we  assume  an 
average  age  of  five  years,  and  an  estimated  life  of  sixteen  years. 
We  are  of  the  opinion,  under  all  the  circumstances,  that  the 
average  age  of  this  property  is  slightly  over  three  years,  and  it 
would  therefore  follow  with  an  assumed  estimated  life  of  six- 
teen years,  that  it  had  depreciated  for  rate-making  purposes  20 
per  cent,  of  its  cost  new. 

The  reproduction  cost  new  value  of  the  plant  investment  as  of 
June  30,  1914,  after  the  addition  of  construction  overheads, 
was  found  to  be  $18,062,197.  We  hold  that  the  present  depre- 
ciated value  of  the  company's  property  upon  the  basis  of  repro- 
duction cost  new  is  80  per  cent  of  this  amount,  or  $10,449,758. 

[15]  The  company  will  be  held  entitled  to  earn  upon  this 
amount,  plus  such  additions  as  we  may  make  thereto  for  non- 
physical  values  and  working  capital.  From  this  total  will  be 
deducted  $100,000  erroneously  included  in  the  above  figures  on 
account  of  paving  not  actually  done  by  the  company. 

[16]  Meanwhile  the  company  will  further  be  held  entitled 
to  set  aside  out  of  earnings  from  year  to  year  a  sum  to  be  added 
to  its  present  depreciation  reserves  until  such  time  as  said 
reserves  amount  normally  to  a  maximum  average  of  20  per  cent 
of  the  plant  investment. 

Ordinarily  the  company  would  not  be  permitted  to  earn  upon 
the  additional  reserves  so  created.  But  inasmuch  as  we  have 
already  deducted  this  attiount  frcnn  the  reproduction  cost  new 
of  the  property  now  in  existenoe,  as  these  additions  are  made  to 
the  reserves  and  new  property  purchased  with  the  same,  such 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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new  property  should  be  added  to  the  capital  aocoants,  and  the 
company  be  held  at  all  times  hereafter  entitled  to  earn  upon  80 
per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  new  of  its  physical  property  as 
it  may  exist  from  time  to  time,  so  long  as  such  reserves  are  kept 
up  normally  to  a  maximum  average  of  approximately  20  per 
cent 

The  idea  of  this  ruling  is  that  inasmuch  as  the  company  has 
failed  to  set  up  in  the  past  reserves  sufficient  to  cover  the  depre- 
ciation which  its  properly  has  undergone  in  the  public  service, 
it  shall  not  for  the  present  be  permitted  to  earn  upon  anything 
more  than  the  depreciated  value  of  such  property ;  but  inasmuch 
further,  as  it  does  not  clearly  appear  that  the  public  has  ever 
repaid  the  company  for  the  full  depreciation  which  we  find  to 
exist,  the  public  should  continue  to  do  as  it  has  been  doing  since 
the  depreciation  reserves  were  set  up  by  the  company  in  1907, 
and  gradually  wipe  out  lihis  obligation.  When  this  has  been 
done  and  the  depreciation  reserves  have  reached  a  normal 
average  level  of  20  per  cent  of  the  plant  investment,  the  public 
should  be  required  to  keep  them  up  to  approximately  that 
average  level. 

Under  the  aforegoing  conclusions  we  find  that  the  depreciated 
value  of  the  physical  plant  of  the  respondent  company  as  of 
June  30,  1914,  upon  the  reproduction  cost  new  basis  is  as  fol- 
lows: 


Balto.  City 

Md.  Elsewhere 

Total 

Cost  new 

$6,769,030 
1,853,806 

$6,293,167 
1,258,633 

$13,062,197 

DeDreciation 

2.612.439 

DeDreciated  value 

$5,415,224 

$5,034,534 

$10,449,758 

[17]  We  do  not  feel,  however,  that  we  can  dismiss  this 
branch  of  the  subject  without  adverting  to  the  contention  of 
counsel  and  witncisses  for  the  respcmdent  company  to  the  effect 
that  the  existing  depreciation  reserves  of  the  company  have  been 
set  up  at  the  expense  of  foregoing  dividends,  and  to  the  same 
effect,  that  whatever  d^reciation  is  now  found  to  exist  in  this 
P.U.R.1916a 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


RE  CHISSAPEAKB  k  P.  T£LEFH.  CO.  977 

property  has  been  more  than  absorbed  by  the  deficits  from 
operations  in  past  years. 

The  question  of  deficits  from  operations  will  be  discussed  in 
due  course  in  a  siibsequent  portion  of  t^is  opinion. 

We  wish  at  this  time  to  state  our  views  clearly  as  to  the  rela** 
tive  obligations  of  a  public  service  corporation  to  the  public  with 
respect  to  setting  up  proper  reserves  to  meet  the  accruing  depre^ 
ciation  of  its  property,  and  to  its  stockholders  with  respect  to  the 
payment  of  dividends. 

The  depreciation  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility,  as  we 
view  it,  is  as  much  an  expense  and  incident  of  operation  as  is 
the  cost  of  labor  or  of  fuel.  We  have  quoted  from  the  opinion 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  Knoxville 
Case,  to  the  effect  that  it  is  not  only  the  right  of  the  utility  to 
exact  this  expense  from  the  public  as  it  accrues,  but  that  it  is 
also  the  duty  of  the  utility  to  the  public  to  do  so,  in  order  that 
the  latter  may  at  all  times  be  assured  adequate  service.  In  the 
same  case  that  court  also  emphatically  declared  that  this  expense 
came  before  any  question  of  profit,  and  that  any  dividend  de- 
clared before  it  had  been  proWded  for  was  unwarranted. 

In  the  light  of  this  opinion  depreciation  reserves,  within  their 
proper  and  necessary  limits,  can  never  be  set  up  at  the  expensie 
of  dividends,  any  more  than  it  could  properly  be  claimed  that 
a  telephone  company  had  paid  the  salaries  of  its  operators  at  tiie 
expense  of  dividends.  All  operating  expenses  are  at  the  expense 
of  dividends  in  tiie  sense  that  operating  expenses  nmst  be  paid 
ahead  of  dividends.  But  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  assume  that 
stockholders  of  a  public  service  corporation  are  entitled  to  any 
particular  credit  for  setting  up  proper  depreciation  reserves,  or 
to  any  especial  consideration  when  they  have  neglected  to  do  so 
and  have  been  apparently  content  with  merely  nominal  dividends. 
Until  such  reserves  were  set  up  they  were  entitled  to  no  divi- 
dends at  all. 

A  dividend  paid  out  of  operating  receipts  at  the  expense  of 
proper  appropriations,  to  offset  the  regularly  accruing  deteriora- 
tion of  the  property  and  provide  for  its  replacement  when  the 
time  comes  to  retire  it  finally  from  service,  is  as  much  a  dividend 
paid  out  of  capital  as  though  property  of  the  utility  had  actually 
P.U.R.1916C.  62 
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been  taken  out  of  service  and  sold  for  the  express  purpose  of 
raising  funds  with  which  to  pay  such  dividends. 

To  the  extent  that  this  failure  to  chai^  the  public  rates  high 
enough  to  cover  both  the  expense  of  depreciation  and  a  fair 
return  upon  the  investment  was  a  necessary  incident  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  business  in  its  early  stages,  and  may  therefore  be 
regarded  as  a  part  of  the  cost  of  establishing  the  business,  and 
proper  to  be  capitalized,  an  entirely  different  question  is  raised 
which  will  be  considered  at  the  proper  time. 

Intangibles  and  Nonphysical  Values. 

The  accounting  system  prescribed  by  this  Commission  for  the 
use  of  telephone  companies  recognizes  the  propriety  of  the  cap- 
italization of  intangible  or  nonphysical  property  by  providing 
specific  capital  accounts  in  which  such  items  are  to  be  carried 
on  the  books  of  the  utility. 

These  accounts  are  as  follows:  Na  201,  organization;  No, 
202,  franchises;  No.  208,  patent  right;  and  No.  204,  other  in- 
tangible capital. 

It  has  repeatedly  been  held  by  the  courts  that  when  these 
intangible  values  have  been  shown  to  exist  by  satisfactory  evi- 
dence they  are  property,  and  as  such  caimot  properly  be  ignored 
in  the  fixing  of  rates  even  though  the  utility  itself,  for  reasons 
which  may  seem  sufficient  to  it,  may  not  actually  carry  them 
upon  its  books  or  use  them  as  a  basis  for  capitalization. 

In  this  case  no  claim  is  made  on  account  of  any  patent  rights. 

Nor  is  any  claim  made  on  account  of  franchises  as  such, 
alliiough  the  company  claims  a  valuation  of  $1,210,872  on  its 
easements  in  the  streets  of  Baltimore  city.  The  question  of  the 
valuation  of  such  easements  will  be  taken  up  in  due  course. 

In  addition  the  company  claims  unconditionally  a  further 
sum  of  $396,179  plus  any  depreciation  of  plant  which  might 
be  found  by  the  Commission  as  representing  the  cost  of  estab- 
lishing business,  organization,  and  development,  and  deficits 
from  operation. 

A  further  claim  of  approximately  $1,300,000  was  made  on 
account  of  the  cost  of  money  and  expense  of  promotion,  but  it 
was  stated  by  the  company's  counsel  that  this  claim  would  not  be 
pressed  if,  upon  investigation,   the  Commission  approved  the 
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existing  arrangement  tmder  which  4^  per  cent  of  the  company's 
gross  earnings  are  paid  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  in  return  for  the  ahove  and  other  services. 

Thus  we  find  that  there  are  three  entirely  separate  and  dis* 
tinct  items  of  intangible  values  claimed  by  the  company:  First, 
easements;  second,  cost  of  money  and  of  promotion;  and,  third, 
cost  of  establishing  business,  organization,  and  development. 
These  claims  will  be  taken  up  in  the  order  stated. 

Easements. 

[18-81]  The  question  of  the  propriety  of  valuing  the  ease- 
ments of  a  utility  in  the  public  streets  is  one  which  has  received 
considerable  attention  in  this  state. 

In  all  the  other  states,  so  far  as  we  are  advised,  rights  in  the 
nature  of  easemoits  have  been  regarded  merely  as  franchises, 
and  the  courts  have  almost  universally  held  that  they  could  not 
be  capitalized  for  rate-making  purposes  on  two  grounds :  First, 
that  it  would  be  unjust  to  require  the  public  to  pay  a  return 
upon  property  it  had  given  the  utility  without  cost  to  use  in  the 
public  service,  and  which  derived  its  only  value  from  that  use; 
and,  second,  that  the  value  of  the  easement  must  depend  in  its 
final  analysis  upon  its  revenue-producing  capacity,  and  inas- 
much as  the  object  of  a  rate-making  proceeding  is  to  determine 
the  amount  the  company  is  entitled  to  receive  from  the  public, 
and  reduce  that  amount  if  unreasonable,  the  amount  could  never 
be  reduced  if  the  revenue-producing  power  of  the  easement  were 
to  be  capitalized. 

But  in  Maryland,  easements  in  the  public  streets  have  been 
given  a  definite  status  as  property  by  the  decisions  of  our  court 
of  appeals.  In  the  case  of  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  v.  Baltimore, 
101  Md.  547,  1  L.R.A.(N.S.)  263,  109  Am.  St.  Rep.  684,  61 
Atl.  532,  Chief  Judge  McSherry  clearly  distinguished  between 
a  franchise,  which  he  declared  to  be  a  special  privilege  conferred 
by  government  upon  individuals,  and  which  does  not  neces- 
sarily involve  an  interest  in  land,  and  an  easement,  which  he 
declared  to  be  property,  not  a  privilege,  and  to  be  essentially  an 
interest  in  land.  In  this  connection  he  said:  "The  right  to 
occupy  the  streets  with  gas  mains  is  a  franchise.     The  actual 
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occupation  of  them  in  that  way,  purguant  to  the  franchise^  is 
the  acquisition  of  an  easement." 

This  distinction  was  subsequently  recognized  in  the  second 
Gas  Company  Case,  105  Md.  43,  121  Am.  St.  Rep.  568,  65  Atl. 
628,  and  in  the  case  of  United  B.  &  Electric  Co.  v.  Baltimore, 
111  Md.  264,  73  Atl.  633.  In  all  these  cases  the  right  of  the 
city  of  Baltimore  to  assess  easements  of  this  kind  for  taxation 
was  recognized,  and  the  revenue-producing  value  of  the  same 
considered  an  important  element  in  arriving  at  their  value. 

Finally,  in  the  second  case  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  v. 
Baltimore,  Judge  Stockbridge,  now  a  member  of  the  court  of 
appeals,  but  at  that  time  sitting  in  the  Baltimore  city  court, 
held  that  the  proper  method  of  arriving  at  the  value  of  the  gas 
company's  easements  for  taxation  was  to  value  them  on  the 
basis  of  annual  rental  charges  made  at  the  time  by  Baltimore 
city  to  other  utilities  for  somewhat  similar  easements.  It  seems 
that  the  gas  company  had  acquired  all  its  easements  outright, 
and  at  the  time  of  the  inquiry  was  paying  no  rent  or  other 
annual  charge  for  the  same.  One  of  these  other  companies  was 
paying  an  annual  rental  of  4f  cents  per  lineal  foot  of  its  mains 
in  the  city  streets,  and  the  other,  which  happened  to  be  the 
respond^it  company  in  this  case,  was  paying  7  cents  per  lineal 
foot  of  mains.  After  considering  the  relative  character  of  the 
three  uses.  Judge  Stockbridge  determined  that  6f  cents  per 
lineal  foot  would  be  a  fair  basis  of  valuation  in  the  case  of  the 
gas  company.  This  annual  rental  was  thereupon  capitalized 
and  the  company  assessed  accordingly.  No  appeal  was  taken 
from  this  decision,  and  subsequent  assessments  of  the  gas  com- 
pany's easements  have  been  upon  this  basis. 

The  question  next  arose  in  the  case  of  the  valuation  of  the 
property  of  the  same  Consolidated  Gas  Company  for  rate-making 
purposes  by  this  Commission. 

It  was  strenuously  urged  in  that  proceeding  that,  for  the 
reasons  above  stated,  it  would  be  improper  to  value  these  ease- 
ments for  rate-making  purposes.  The  question  was  thereupon 
referred  by  the  Commission  to  its  general  counsel,  who  filed  a 
written  opinion  holding  that  easements  were  property  and  as 
such  should  be  valued  for  rate-making  purposes,  but  gave  no 

intimation  as  to  what  method  should  be  adopted  for  their  valu- 
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ation.  The  CommisBion  acquiesced  in  the  opinion  of  their  gen- 
eral counsel,  and  valued  these  easements  at  $5,000,000,  the 
assessed  value  placed  upon  them  by  the  appeal  tax  court  of 
Baltimore  city  for  purposes  of  taxation.  This  addition  brought 
the  fair  value  of  the  company's  property,  as  determined  by  the 
Commission,  up  to  $26,417,414.  But  the  bonds  of  the  company, 
original  and  guaranteed,  amounted  to  $29,358,000,  and  in  view 
of  the  provision  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  law  of  this 
state  requiring  the  Commission  in  making  valuations,  so  far 
as  possible,  not  to  disturb  the  value  of  any  bonds  issued  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  law,  the  bonded  indebtedness  was  taken 
as  the  basis  upon  which  to  compute  returns. 

In  the  case  now  before  us  people's  counsel  conceded  that  the 
easements  of  the  respondent  company  were  property  and  as 
such  entitled  to  be  ccnsMered  in  arriving  at  the  final  valuation 
of  the  property  for  rate-making  purposes.  But  he  contended 
that  the  easements  of  the  company  in  this  particular  case  were 
subject  to  an  annual  rental  charge  which  absorbed  their  full 
capitalized  value,  and  that  such  easements  not  being  shown  to 
be  worth  anything  more  than  the  rent  paid  for  them,  the  com- 
pany had  no  such  equity  in  them  as  was  shown  to  exist  in  the 
case  of  the  gas  company's  easements,  and  consequently  they  had 
no  demonstrable  value  aside  from  their  productive  value.  Upon 
this  latter  point  he  contended  that  their  productive  value  could 
not  be  segregated  from  the  productive  value  of  the  remainder  of 
the  company's  property,  and  that  consequently  the  only  con- 
sideration which  could  properly  be  given  them  in  this  proceeding 
would  be  that  to  which  the  earning  value  of  the  property  would 
be  entitled  in  arriving  at  its  fair  value  in  its  entirety. 

Counsel  for  the  Protective  Telephone  Association  likewise 
contended  that  no  value  had  been  shown  for  the  particular  ease- 
ments here  in  question,  and  that  the  Commission  would  not  be 
justified  in  resorting  to  mere  conjecture  in  order  to  give  them  a 
substantial  value. 

The  valuation  of  the  easements  contended  for  by  the  company 

was  presented  by  Mr.  Frank  J.  Caughy,  a  real  estate  expert  of 

Baltimore  city  who  had  participated  in  the  valuation  of  the 

easements  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Company  for  taxation. 
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Mr.  Caughy  divided  the  easements  of  th»  ocHupanj  into  two 
classes, — conduit  and  pole  lines. 

It  ©eems  that  by  ordinance  No.  41,  approved  May  9,  1889,  the 
respondent -company  was  granted  the  right  to  make  use  of  the 
streets  of  Baltimore  city  for  the  laying  of  its  conduits  upon  sign- 
ing an  agreement  to  pay  annually  the  sum  of  30  cents  for  each 
lineal  yard  for  the  first  4  miles  of  conduit,  and  20  cents  per 
lineal  yard  for  each  succeeding  mile  or  fraction  of  a  mile,  pro- 
vided not  less  than  $3,000  should  be  paid  in  any  one  year.  The 
ordinance  also  provided  that  the  company  should  provide  duct 
space  in  its  conduits  for  the  city  fire  alarm  and  police  systems 
without  charge,  and  also  remove  its  poles  from  the  streets  as 
the  conduits  were  laid.  This  ordinance  was  subsequently  rati- 
fied by  an  act  of  the  legislature  passed  in  1892  and  was  con- 
strued by  the  court  of  appeals  of  Maryland  to  be  a  valid  contract 
not  subject  to  repeal  or  modification  by  the  city. 

Under  this  contract  the  respondent  company  laid  202,865 
lineal  yards  of  conduit 

Mr.  Caughy's  theory  was  that  the  price  fixed  by  the  city  for 
this  privilege,  at  the  date  of  the  passage  of  the '  ordinance  in 
1889,  was  considered  by  the  city  a  fair  and  reasonable  charge 
for  the  use  of  the  land  under  the  surface  of  the  streets  at  that 
time,  and  that  consequently,  as  there  has  since  been  an  enhance- 
ment in  general  land  values  throughout  the  city,  the  respondent 
company  is  entitled  to  have  its  easements  regarded  as  having 
similarly  enhanced  in  value.  Applying  this  theory,  he  estimated 
the  value  of  all  the  land  in  Baltimore  city  in  1889  to  have  been 
$91,661,875.20,  and  that  in  1913  the  value  of  the  same  area 
was  $163,398,259,  or  an  increase  in  land  values  of  81  per  cent 
Taking  the  rental  of  all  the  conduits  at  a  fiat  20  cents,  it  followed 
that  under  his  theory,  the  present  value  of  the  right  was  36.2 
cents  a  yard  or  an  increase  of  16.2  cents  a  yard  over  the  actual 
rental  paid.  Applying  this  figure  to  the  202,865  yards  now  in 
use,  he  found  an  equity  worth  annually  $32,864.  This  sum  he 
capitalized  at  4.36  per  cent,  the  average  price  paid  by  the  city 
for  money,  and  got  an  easement  value  of  $753,764. 

In  the  case  of  the  pole  lines,  Mr.  Caughy  adopted  a  different 
theory.  At  the  present  time  all  telephone  lines  above  the  sur- 
face in  Baltimore  city  are  assessed  for  taxation  at  7  cents  per 
r.TT.R.ioiec. 
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lineal  foot.  Under  an  ordinance  passed  in  1893  an  annual  tax 
of  $2  per  pole  was  imposed  on  all  telegraph  and  telephone  com- 
panies operating  in  Baltimore  city.  Allowing  120  feet  between 
poles,  this  would  reduce  to  1.66  cents  per  lineal  foot  Mr. 
Caughy  r^ards  this  1.66  cents  annual  tax  as  a  lien  upon  the 
property,  deducts  it  from  the  assessed  value  of  7  cents,  and  gets 
what  he  terms  an  equity  of  5.33  cents  per  lineal  foot,  or  an 
income  of  $19,929.93  on  the  373,920  feet  of  line.  This  sum 
capitalized  at  4.36  per  cent  gives  an  easement  value  of  $457,108 
in  the  case  of  the  pole  lines. 

The  total  of  the  two  is  $1,210,872,  which  he  claims  to  be  the 
fair  value  of  the  company's  easements  of  all  kinds  in  the  streets 
of  Baltimore  city. 

It  is  obvious  that  this  Commission  could  not  adopt  either  of 
Mr.  Caughy's  theories  for  the  valuation  of  these  particular 
easements. 

It  will  be  noted  that  in  the  case  of  the  pole-line  easements 
Mr.  Caughy  takes  the  assessment  of  the  appeal  tax  court  of 
Baltimore  city  as  the  basis  of  his  valuation,  reducing  it  by  the 
amount  of  the  pole  tax  which  the  company  is  required  to  pay, 
and  referring  to  this  tax  as  a  lien  upon  the  property.  Reference 
to  page  82  of  the  brief  filed  by  counsel  for  the  respondent  com- 
pany shows  that  this  assessment  of  7  cents  per  foot  of  pole-line 
easement  was  agreed  upon  by  counsel  for  the  city  and  the  com- 
pany in  1909,  by  way  of  a  compromise  of  pending  litigation 
upon  the  subject,  and  with  the  express  understanding  that  the 
conduit  easements  would  not  be  taxed  independently  of  the  20 
cents  per  yard  charge  above  referred  to.  The  evidence  also 
shows  that  in  a  large  part  of  the  city  not  covered  by  the  con- 
duits of  the  company  the  .city  has  conduits  of  its  own  with  duet 
space  for  rent,  and  in  these  sections  it  is  not  permissible  to  erect 
any  new  poles,  so  that  as  the  existing  pole  lines  decay  the  wires 
are  required  to  be  put  underground.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it 
is  reasonable  to  presume  that  the  above  compromise  as  to  the 
tax  on  the  pole-line  easements  was  arrived  at  very  largely  upon 
the  assumption  that  the  existing  pole  lines  would  gradually  be 
abandoned  and  the  wires  placed  underground.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances it  would  certainly  not  seem  just  to  capitalize  the 
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annual  tax  now  paid  upon  such  easements  upon  the  assumption 
that  they  would  be  perpetual. 

In  addition  the  evidence  shows  that  if  the  respondent  or  any 
other  telephone  company  desired  to  get  a  permit  to  plant  poles 
in  any  of  the  sections  where  pole  lines  are  permitted,  it  could 
get  the  same  by  paying  for  the  privilege  at  the  rate  of  $2  per 
pole,  the  price  paid  by  the  respondent  company  for  the  privilege 
it  now  enjoys. 

That  the  assessed 'value  of  property  for  taxation  cannot  be 
taken  to  govern  its  valuation  for  rate-making  purposes  has  been 
recc^ized  by  the  Supreme  C!ourt  of  the  United  States  in  the 
case  of  Willcox  v.  Consolidated  Gajs  Co.  212  U.  S.  19,  53  L.  ed. 
382,  48  L.R.A.(]Sr.S.)  1134,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  192,  15  Ann. 
Cas.  1034. 

If  it  were  shown  that  these  easements  partook  of  any  partic- 
ular characteristics  distinguishing  them  from  other  easements 
of  like  character,  .which  could  be  obtained  by  any  telephone  or 
telegraph  company  upon  paying  the  pole  tax  of  $2  per  year, 
such  for  instance  as  was  shown  in  the  Gas  Company  Case  where 
the  company  owned  outright  '^sements  similar  to  those  owned 
by  others  upon  which  an  annual  rental  had  to  be  paid,  or  if  it 
were  shown  that  the  particular  easements  here  involved  had  a 
market  or  other  definite  value  as  such,  we  should  feel  it  incum- 
bent to  place  a  specific,  definite  monetary  value  upon  them,  in- 
dependently of  the  important  part  they  undoubtedly  play  in 
making  up  the  productive  value  of  the  property  in  its  entirety. 
But  no  such  independent  value  has  been  shown,  and,  in  our 
opinion,  none  exists. 

Unquestionably  their  productive  value  is  to  be  considered 
and  given  due  weight,  but  the  productive  value  of  each  of  the 
several  integral  parts  of  a  complete  telepbone  plant  cannot  in 
the  aggregate  equal  a  sum  greater  than  the  productive  value  of 
the  whole,  and,  therefore,  in  view  of  the  nature  of  the  inquiry 
in  which  we  are  engaged,  it  would  seem  both  unnecessary  and 
illogical  to  attempt  to  make  a  separate  valuation  of  these  par- 
ticular  easements  at  this  time  on  the  basis  of  their  productive 
value  alone.  The  taxing  authorities  might  well  find  it  neces- 
sary and  advisable  to  make  some  such  inquiry,  as  they  would  be 

engaged  in  valuing  only  this  one  particular  kind  of  property  in 
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one  particular  subdivision  of  the  state^  but  we  are  engaged  in  a 
task  of  an  entirely  different  character.  Our  problem  is  to  value 
the  whole  property  of  the  company  in  the  entire  state  of  Mary- 
land, and  as  we  have  seen  in  our  discussion  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples governing  the  valuation  of  property  for  rate-making  pur^ 
poses,  the  productive  value  of  such  property,  or  its  earning 
capacity,  as  we  may  choose  to  term  it,  is  but  one  of  the  many 
elements  or  evidences  of  value  which  must  be  given  due  con- 
sideration in  reaching  our  final  conclusions  as  to  the  fair  value 
of  this  company's  property  in  its  entirety. 

Mr.  Caughy's  theory  as  to  the  valuation  of  the  conduit  ease- 
ments is  obviously  erroneous  in  several  particulars. 

In  the  first  place  he  confuses  the  franchise  with  the  easement, 
despite  Chief  Judge  McSherry's  clear  distinction  between  the 
two.  The  ordinance  of  1889  was  a  franchise.  It  empowered  the 
respondent  company  to  use  the  streets  for  its  conduits  upon 
certain  terms.  But  the  easement  did  not  come  into  existence 
until  those  terms  were  availed  of  and  the  conduits  actually  laid 
in  the  city  streets.  Mr.  Cau^y  now  finds,  under  his  theory  of 
enlianced  land  values,  that  this  privilege  is  worth  36.2  cents 
per  yard,  whereas  the  company  gets  it  under  the  ordinance  at  20 
cents.  But  clearly,  if  that  be  tree,  the  company's  bargain,  and 
consequent  equity,  is  in  the  franchise,  and  not  in  the  easement 

It  has  not  been  sought  to  have  this  franchise  valued  in  this 
proceeding,  probably  because  of  §  84  of  our  Public  Service 
Commission  law,  which  prohibits  the  capitalization  of  fran- 
chises beyond  the  amount  actually  paid  the  state  or  city  there- 
for. But  even  were  this  attempted,  it  is  questionable  whether 
Mr.  Caughy's  theory  would  hold.  For  his  assumption  was  that 
when  this  ordinance  was  passed  in  1889  it  was  based  upon  the 
then  existing  values  of  land  in  the  city.  To  us  it  would  seem 
far  more  reasonable  to  assume  that  when  the  city  made  this 
agreement  for  the  future  occupation  of  its  streets  by  the  re- 
spondent company  at  the  rate  of  20  cents  per  yard  of  conduit  to 
be  laid  and  paid  for  in  the  future^  it  had  in  mind  what  that 
right  would  be  worth  in  the  future  as  well  as  what  it  was  worth 
at  the  date  of  the  agreement. 

And  again,  Mr.  Caughy's  theory  that  the  value  of  an  ease- 
ment depends  upon  the  value  of  lands  generally  in  the  city  is 
P.U.i^.toicc. 
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in  itself  open  to  several  objections.  In  the  second  Gas  Company 
Case  Mr.  Caughy  attempted  to  establish  the  value  of  his  client's 
easements  by  reference  to  the  value  of  contiguous  lands,  but  the 
court  of  appeals  held  that  the  property  being  devoted  to  a  special 
and  particular  use,  the  general  market  value  of  other  property 
was  not  a  criterion  for  establishing  the  value  of  the  easement 
Moreover,  however  dependent  upon  the  value  of  the  land  the 
cost  of  the  original  acquisition  of  an  easement  might  be,  it 
could  hardly  be  contended  that  its  subsequent  value  fluctuated 
with  the  value  of  the  servient  estate.  For  the  value  of  an  ease- 
ment depends  upon  the  use  which  is  made  of  it  An  easement  of 
way  over  a  diamond  mine  is  worth  no  more  than  an  easement  of 
way  over  a  barren  waste,  other  things  being  equal. 

It  was  contended  during  the  argument  that  the  decision  in 
the  Minnesota  Bate  Cases  was  authority  for  the  proposition 
that  the  value  of  an  easement  enhanced  with  the  market  values 
of  adjacent  lands.  That  case  involved  the  valuation  of  railroad 
rights  of  way,  rights  just  a  little  more  exclusive  than  any  other 
property  rights  known  to  the  law.  The  easement  we  are  now 
discussing  does  not  involve  an  eitclusive  right  of  way  over  the 
property  of  another,  and  is  in  no  sense  comparable  to  a  railroad 
right  of  way.  The  conduit  easement  is  a  subsurface  easement 
in  a  strip  of  land  in  and  over  which  the  public  has  an  easement 
for  all  the  uses  of  a  city  street  It  does  not  interfere,  except 
under  special  circumstances  of  conduit  installation  and  repair, 
with  the  right  of  public  travel  over  the  street,  and  is  exclusive 
only  in  the  sense  that  it  precludes  the  city  granting  other  rights 
in  the  same  space  to  anyone  else.  In  this  sense  it  is  analogous 
to  the  case  of  one  railroad  company  crossing  the  right  of  way  of 
another,  a  telephone  or  telegraph  company  acquiring  a  right  of 
way,  a  bridge  over  a  public  highway,  and  the  like.  Counsel  for 
the  people,  in  the  argument  of  this  case,  cited  a  long  line  of 
authorities  to  the  effect  that  in  all  these  cases  the  value  of  the 
second  easement  was  to  be  measured  by  the  extent  to  which  its 
exercise  might  interfere  with  the  original  easement  He  also 
cited  a  number  of  other  cases  involving  the  destruction  or  tak- 
ing of  rights  of  way  or  easements,  in  all  of  which  the  measure  of 
value  was  held  to  be  the  damage  to  the  productive  use  or  value 
of  the  right  taken,  injured,  or  destroyed.    In  none  of  these  cases 
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was  the  market  value  of  the  subjacent  or  adjacent  land  con- 
sidered as  the  measure  of  value  of  the  easement  or  right  in 
question. 

Applying  these  principles  to  the  case  of  an  easement  for  tele- 
phone conduits  in  a  city  street^  we  find  first  that  this  easement 
is  not  a  general  one,  but  is  a  qualified  one  in  that  it  is  limited 
to  a  particular  use.  Its  value  to  the  owner  lies  solely  in  its 
productive  or  usable  value.  That  value,  it  is  traef  might  in 
some  cases  be  measured  by  the  cost  of  acquiring  a  similar  ease- 
ment to  take  its  place,  or  in  some  other  case  by  the  loss  and  dam- 
age sustained  by  the  owner  being  deprived  of  its  use.  But 
where  the  question  is  not  one  of  depriving  the  owner  of  the  use 
of  the  easement,  but  the  whole  inquiry  is  based  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  it  will  continue  to  be  used  indefinitely  just  as  it  is  now 
used,  it  would  seem  illogical  in  the  extreme  in  determining  that 
value  to  resort  to  hypotheses  which  we  know  do  not  exist  Con- 
sequently we  are  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  in  a  rate-making 
case,  at  least,  the  measure  of  the  value  of  the  easement  is  to  be 
found  in  its  worth  to  the  company,  its  productive  value,  or  earn- 
ing capacity,  however  we  may  express  tho  idea  of  worth. 

In  this  instance,  just  as  in  the  case  of  the  pole-line  easements, 
if  there  were  any  evidence  of  any  independent  value  separate 
and  distinct  from  their  productive  value,  we  would  gladly  con- 
sider it,  as  we  realize  that  the  mere  difficulty  of  finding  a 
measure  for  the  valuation  of  properly  is  no  sufficient  reason  for 
declaring  it  valueless,  if  in  fact  it  has  value.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  failure  to  find  a  measure  for  their  valuation  would  not 
justify  us  in  giving  them  a  value  which  in  our  judgment  would 
be  wholly  conjectural  and  speculative,  and  unwarranted  by  the 
facts  before  us. 

In  this  case  we  are  precluded  from  following  the  course  laid 
down  by  Judge  Stockbridge  in  the  Gas  Company  Case  above 
referred  to,  for  the  reason  that  in  the  Gas  Company  Case  the 
company  had  valuable  easements  in  the  city  streets  subject  to  no 
rental  whatsoever,  but  similar  to  other  easements  for  which 
annual  rentals  were  charged.  Obviously  in  that  case,  the  charge 
made  for  other  similar  easements  could  be  used  as  a  guide  for 
the  valuation  of  those  for  which  no  charge  was  made. 

But  in  this  case,  as  we  have  seen,  an  annual  charge  is  made 
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for  the  use  of  these  easements,  and  there  is  no  evidence  to  show 
that  the  city  is  to-day  charging  anyone  else  any  more  for  similar 
easements  than  is  charged  the  respondent  company  under  the 
ordinance  of  1889.  Hence  it  would  seem  that  the  respondent 
company  is  paying  for  its  easements  all  they  are  reasonably 
worth,  and  the  annual  rental  absorbs  the  capitalization  of  the 
rent.  In  this  respect  the  situation  is  exactly  analogous  to  that 
of  a  tenant  who  is  paying  a  full  measure  of  rent  for  property 
and  consequently  can  find  no  one  who  will  purchase  his  lease. 

Promoters'  Remuneration  and  Cost  of  Money. 

[22,  23]  Our  difficulty  in  considering  these  items  on  the 
basis  of  actual  cost  to  the  company  lies  in  the  fax^  that  whatever 
moneys  were  ever  paid  out  for  promotion  and  securing  funds 
have  long  since  b^n  absorbed  in  one  way  or  another,  through 
the  company's  operating  or  other  accounts,  and  have  thus  either 
been  paid  by  the  public  or  by  the  stockholders  at  the  expense  of 
dividends.  Certain  it  is  that  no  such  capital  accounts  have 
been  kept  on  the  books  of  the  company,  and  that  if  we  were  now 
to  attempt  to  set  them  up  it  would  have  to  be  done  altogether 
upon  the  basis  of  conjecture. 

It  is  for  this  reason  no  doubt  that  the  claim  has  been  ad- 
vanced by  the  company  solely  upon  the  theory  that  such  allow- 
ances are  proper  in  any  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproducing  the 
property  of  the  company  as  it  now  exists. 

Upon  such  theory,  many  commissions  and  courts  have  held 
such  allowances  to  be  entirely  proper,  since  they  realize  that  it 
is  the  experience  of  practically  all  business  enterprises  on  a 
large  scale  that  the  cost  of  promotion  is  a  very  real  and  sub- 
stantial item  of  expense,  and  that  no  enterprise,  certainly  no 
newly  established  one,  can  obtain  money  for  its  necessary  pur- 
poses without  substantial  cost  either  by  way  of  brokers'  com- 
missions and  fees,  or  a  discount  where  the  money  is  rttised  by 
the  sale  of  stocks  arid  bonds.  More  frequently  it  is  found  that 
both  of  these  items  of  expense  are  encountered,  not  only  in  the 
case  of  new  companies,  but  of  old  ones  as  well. 

The  evidence  before  Lii  in  this  case  upon  these  two  points 
is  conclusively  in  favor  c-f  such  allowances  where  a  valuation 
is  made  upon  the  basis  of  reproduction  cost  in  the  cade  of  an 
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ordinary  company,  or  where  such  reproduction  cost  must  be  con- 
sidered in  arriving  at  a  final  conclusion  as  to  fair  value. 

The  company  claims  5  per  cent  upon  the  reproduction  cost 
new  value  of  its  property  as  the  cost  of  promotion,  and  a  second 
5  per  cent  as  the  cost  of  securing  the  money  used  in  its  construc- 
tion work. 

Were  these  allowances  to  be  made  in  this  case,  it  is  seen  that 
they  would  amount  to  approximately  $1,300,000.  The  interest 
on  this  sum  would  be  $78,000  per  year  on  the  basis  of  6  per 
cent,  $91,000  on  the  basis  of  7  per  cent,  and  $104,000  on  the 
basis  of  8  per  cent 

In  this  case  there  are  peculiar  reasons  not  applicable  to  ordi- 
nary companies  why  these  claims  should  not  be  allowed. 

The  testimony  of  Mr.  Frank  H.  Bethell,  president  of  the 
respondent  company,  beginning  at  page  3042  of  the  record, 
shows  that  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City,  the  respondent  herein,  is  a  part  of  what  is 
known  as  the  Bell  Telephone  System,  the  operations  of  which 
extend  throughout  the  United  States  and  cover  as  well  a  part 
of  Canada.  The  United  States  is  divided  into  eight  groups 
of  these  associated  companies, — the  New  England  group;  the 
Eastern  group  (including  the  respondent  company  and  also 
the  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  the  Central  Dis- 
trict Telephone  Company,  the  Delaware  &  Atlantic  Telegraph 
k  Telephone  Company,  and  others)  ;  the  Central  group,  covering 
Chicago  and  the  Middle  West;  the  Southwestern  group,  cover- 
ing Missouri,  Aikanaas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas;  the  Mountain 
group,  with  headquarters  at  Denver;  the  Pacific  group,  covering 
California  and  the  other  states  on  the  Pacific  coast;  the  North- 
western group,  with  headquarters  at  Omaha;  and  the  Southern 
group,  covering  the  southern  states  east  of  the  Mississippi  river. 

The  parent  company  of  these  several  groups  as  well  as  of  the 
Canadian  companies  is  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company,  which  holds  the  bulk  of  the  stock  of  the  associated 
companies,  in  some  instances  all  of  it, — and,  while  it  operates 
no  local  exchanges  itself,  operates  toll  lines  covering  the  entire 
country  and  connecting  with  the  exchanges  of  all  the  associated 
companies. 

In  addition  tt>  operating  these  toll  lines   and  holding  the 
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stock  of  the  smaller  associated  companies,  the  American  Tde- 
phone  &  Telegraph  Company  owns  the  Western  Electric  Com- 
pany, which  is  a  large  corporation  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  telephone  supplies  and  equipment  of  all  kinds,  with 
warehouses  and  branch  offices  scattered  all  over  the  country.  It 
was  discovered  early  in  the  history  of  the  organization  of  the 
Bell  system  that  equipment  should  be  standardized,  and  there 
should  be  one  place  at  which  all  the  associated  companies  should 
be  able  to  get  at  all  times-  the  precise  equipment  they  required. 
It  was  also  found  that  a  great  saving  oould  be  made  in  the  aggre- 
gate by  having  this  company  act  as  the  general  purchasing  agent 
of  all  the  associated  companies,  Mr.  Bethell  citing  an  instance  of 
a  saving  of  over  a  million  and  a  quarter  debars  in  the  printing  of 
telephone  directories  by  this  method  of  collective  bargaining. 

He  further  explained  that  the  first  function  of  the. parent 
company  in  the  case  of  a  new  company  was  to  organize  it, 
finance  it,  put  it  on  its  feet,  start  it  in  the  business,  protect  it 
in  its  needs,  give  it  the  benefit  of  its  credit  in  the  purchasing 
of  supplies  and  equipment,  and  even  furnish  it  the  cash  where 
such  was  needed  in  its  operations.  At  this  point  it  will  be  seen 
that  the  parent  company  really  bears  the  original  cost  of  organi- 
zation, promotion,  and  financing. 

At  later  stages  in  the  new  company's  existence  this  protec- 
tion is  continued,  so  that  even  after  the  company  becomes  fully 
established  and  is  making  money,  the  parent  company  furnishes 
it  funds  for  any  extensions  of  services  it  may  find  it  necessary 
to  make.  All  such  funds,  both  in  the  earlier  and  later  stages  of 
the  company's  growth,  are  furnished  it  by  the  parent  company 
at  par.  In  many  cases  only  the  notes  of  the  company  are  re- 
quired, in  which  case  they  are  taken  at  par.  An  instance  of 
this  was  given  in  connection  with  the  Baltimore  fire  of  1904, 
when  property  of  the  local  company  running  into  the  millions 
was  destroyed  almost  over  night.  Mr.  Bethell  went  to  New  York 
repeatedly  until  he  had  brought  down  nearly  $8,000,000  to  be 
used  in  rehabilitating  the  plant  All  this  money  was  furnished 
by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  in  exchange 
for  notes  drawing  interest  at  6  per  cent,  without  one  cent  of  die- 
coimt  and  with  no  security  whatsoever. 

In  addition  to  financing  the  associated  companies  in  this  way, 
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the  parent  company  protects  them  in  the  use  of  all  patents  used 
by  any  of  them,  defending  all  suits  for  infringement  at  its  own 
cost  and  expense,  as  well  as  purchasing  valuable  patents  for  the 
use  of  all  the  companies.  It  also  maintains  at  its  own  expense 
an  engineering  force  of  some  four  or  five  hundred  experts  who 
design  and  create  new  equipment,  such  as  switch  boards  and  the 
like.  The  switch  board,  for  instance,  is  designed  with  all  its 
parts,  and  the  parts  are  made,  assembled,  and  tested,  whereupon 
it  is  delivered  to  the  associated  companies  as  a  finished  product 
embodying  the  best  engineering  skill  and  experience  available 
anywhere  in  the  world.  The  parent  company  is  now  experiment- 
ing with  an  automatic  switch  board  through  which  an  incoming 
call,  when  coming  to  a  busy  operator,  will  travel  along  the  back  of 
the  switch  board  automatically  until  it  reaches  one  who  is  not  en- 
gaged, when  the  conneotion  can  be  made  and  the  call  completed. 

This  work  of  experimentation  at  the  cost  of  the  parent  com- 
pany permeates  every  line  of  the  telephone  business.  It  ex- 
tends to  conduits,  cables,  instruments,  transmitters,  and  receivers. 
It  goes  to  building  construction,  even  to  matters  of  saving  in- 
surance through  the  reduction  of  fire  hazards.  It  also  goes  into 
the  commercial  end  by  devising  methods  for  the  better  and  more 
satisfactory  ways  of  handling  business  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
subscribers  and  at  less  cost  to  the  company. 

In  other  forms  the  activities  of  the  parent  company  extend 
to  matters  of  accounting  in  its  many  branches,  and  as  well  to  a 
large  and  highly  trained  legal  department,  the  services  of  which 
are  at  all  times  free  to  the  associated  companies.  In  addition 
the  associated  companies  get  the  general  benefit  of  the  executive 
department  of  the  parent  company,  a  service  the  value  of  Avhich 
it  would  be  difficult  to  estimate. 

The  parent  company  owns  all  the  telq>hone  sets  in  use  by 
the  subscribers  of  the  associated  companies, — ^the  receivers, 
transmitters,  and  cord  attached  thereto, — it  having  been  real- 
ized that  uniformity  of  service  was  required  throughout  the 
entire  system,  and  that  this  could  not  always  be  obtained  if 
the  associated  companies  were  required  to  make  extensive  changes 
in  equipment  at  their  own  expense.  These  instruments  are  all 
kept  in  impair  at  the  expense  of  the  parent  company. 

The  above  is  only  a  very  general  statement  of  the  relation? 
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between  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  and  its 
subsidiary  companies,  but  it  will  give  some  idea  of  the  intricacy 
of  those  relations  and  of  their  value  to  the  associated  companies, 
and  through  them  to  the  public  at  large. 

As  it  now  exists  this  arrangement  is  the  out^owth  of  many 
years'  experience.  Originally  the  parent  company  rented  the 
telephone  instruments  at  a  fixed  rental,  but,  with  the  develop- 
ment of  the  service  and  multitudinous  changes  in  its  character 
due  to  the  improvement  in  facilities  and  rapid  growth  in  the 
general  use  of  the  telephone,  it  was  found  better  to  lease  the  in- 
struments as  a  part  of  the  general  service  furnished  by  the 
parent  company  to  the  subsidiary  companies. 

Consequently  in  or  about  1902  the  plan  was  inaugurated  of 
the  parent  company  charging  the  subsidiary  companies  4^  per 
cent  of  their  gross  telephone  earnings  in  return  for  the  lease 
of  such  instruments  and  rendition  of  the  manifold  services  above 
]-eferred  to.  At  that  time  this  charge  equated  to  about  $5  per 
telephone.  At  the  present  time  it  equates  to  about  $1.62  per 
telephone.  Mr.  Bethell  testified  that  about  80  cents  of  this 
amount  represented  the  fair  cost  of  the  telephone  instrument 
itself,  including  rental  and  repairs,  and  the  remainder  the  value 
of  the  other  services  rendered  by  the  parent  company. 

From  the  aforegoing  it  will  be  seen  that  the  entire  cost  of 
promoting  the  respondent  company  and  furnishing  it  funds  for 
its  necessary  corporate  purposes  has  been  borne  by  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  under  the  above  arrangement^ 
or  the  somewhat  equivalent  arrangement  which  preceded  the  one 
now  in  force. 

It  was  for  this  reason  that  counsel  for  the  company  in  pre- 
senting its  claims  for  the  allowance  of  6  per  cent  of  reprodu<>- 
tion  cost  new  on  account  of  promotion  and  5  per  cent  on  ac- 
count of  the  cost  of  money,  stated  that  it  was  conditional  upon 
the  continuance  of  such  arrangement  in  future. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  4^  per  cent  payment  by  this 
company  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1914,  amounted  to  $145,- 
075,  about  one  half  of  which,  or  $72,537,  would  represent  a  fair 
rental  for  the  instruments  furnished  by  the  parent  company, 
and  a  like  sum,  the  cost  of  the  general  services  above  i^erred 
to. 
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As  such  general  services  embrace  the  cost  of  promotion  and 
furnishing  money  at  par,  it  will  therefore  be  seen  that  the  re- 
spondent company  got  from  the  parent  company  in  return  for 
these  annual  payments,  the  largest  of  which  was  but  $72,637, 
these  two  things  which  would  have  cost  it  $1,300,000  if  it  had 
been  obliged  to  pay  for  them  itself,  and  that  the  interest  on 
this  sum  would  have  been  certainly  not  less  than  $78,000,  even 
upon  the  basis  of  6  per  cent. 

In  either  event,  the  public  pays  the  bill.  If  the  4r|  per 
cent  arrangement  be  continued,  the  public  will  pay  the  biH  as 
an  operating  expense  of  the  company.  If  it  be  discontinued 
and  the  $1,300,000  capitalized,  the  public  would  have  to  pay 
the  bill  in  the  shape  of  a  return  upon  the  investment.  If  that 
return  were  made  6  per  cent,  the  public  would  pay  $78,000  as 
against  the  $72,000  paid  under  the  4^  per  cent  arrangement. 
If  7  per  cent,  the  public  would  pay  $91,000  as  against  the  $72,- 
000.    And  if  8  per  cent,  the  public  would  pay  $104,000. 

But  despite  these  facts,  we  are  not  prepared  to  concede  the 
contention  of  counsel  for  the  company  so  far  as  to  enter  into 
any  express  or  implied  understanding  that,  in  consideration  of 
the  waiver  of  this  claim  of  $1,300,000,  this  Commission  will 
approve  the  continuance  of  the  4^  per  cent  arrangement  for 
all  time  in  the  future. 

While  this  Commission  feels  that  such  arrangement  is  un- 
questionably a  desirable  one  from  the  standpoint  of  the  public, 
and  that  the  mere  fact  that  the  parent  company  holds  all  the 
stock  of  the  local  company  would  not  justify  the  disallowance 
of  this  $1,300,000  upon  the  reproduction  cost  theory,  we  do  not 
feel  that  it  is  necessary  or  would  be  advisable  upon  our  part  to 
take  any  definite  stand  relative  thereto  which  might  in  any 
way  embarrass  ourselves  or  our  successors  in  office  in  exercising 
jurisdiction  over  this  company  in  future. 

We  have  seen  that  this  arrangement  has  been  in  force  since 
1902,  and  that  prior  to  that  date  another  practically  equiva- 
lent arrangement  was  in  force.  The  evidence  in  this  case  shows 
conclusively  that  the  great  bulk  in  value  of  the  company's  prop- 
erty has  been  installed  sinqe  1902,  allowance  being  made  for 
intermediate  renewals  from  time  to  time.     Hence  it  is  clear 

that  almost,  if  not  quite,  aH  the  money  used  in  the  construe- 
P.U.R.i9iec.  63 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


004  MARYLAND  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMlkllSSlON. 

tion  of  the  plant  as  we  now  find  it  has  been  furnished  by  the 
parent  company  under  this  arrangement.  The  promotion  costs 
referred  to  by  the  witnesses  do  not  refer  merely  to  the  cost  of 
promotion  incurred  way  back  in  1882,  when  the  local  company 
was  first  organized.  Mr,  Paine  made  this  quite  clear.  The  pro- 
motion cost  is  a  continuing  cost,  and  continues  throughout  the 
life  of  any  business  enterprise.  Otherwise  the  5  per  cent  would 
not  have  been  claimed  on  the  $1,300,000  present  investment. 
Hence  these  promotion  costs  have  likewise  been  met  by  the  parent 
company  under  said  arrangement. 

Aside  from  any  question  of  deficits,  tvhich  will  be  considered 
hereafter,  this  4^  per  cent  has  been  paid  by  the  public  of  the 
state  of  Maryland  as  an  operating  expense.  It  therefore  fol- 
lows that  if  there  is  any  equity  at  all  in  this  claim  of  $1,300,- 
000  now  made,  it  fairly  belongs  to  the  public  of  the  state  of 
Maryland,  and  not  to  the  stockholders  of  the  company.  If 
now  capitalized  it  would  have  to  be  capitalized  in  favor  of  the 
public  which  has  paid  it,  and  would  stand  as  a  reserve  contrib- 
uted by  the  public,  and  offsetting  any  claim  which  the  com- 
pany could  reasonably  make  to  a  return  upon  the  same. 

But  for  our  purposes  in  arriving  at  the  fair  value  of  the 
company's  property  for  rate-making  purposes,  we  think  it  best 
not  to  complicate  the  situation  by  allowing  the  claim  and  set- 
ting off  against  it  such  reserve,  since  the  net  result  would  be  nil. 

We  have  already  expressed  Qur  views  as  to  the  propriety  of 
the  4J  per  cent  arrangement.  Under  conditions  as  they  now 
exist,  we  believe  it  to  be  an  arrangement  of  great  value  to  the 
public  of  this  state. 

Therefore  in  estimating  the  returns  which  the  respondent 
company  may  reasonably  be  expected  to  receive  upon  the  valu- 
ation hereinafter  reached,  we  will  consider  this  4^  per  cent 
a  proper  operating  expense. 

Meanwhile,  for  the  reasons  above  stated,  we  will  disallow 
the  claim  of  $1,300,000  as  the  cost  of  promotion  and  of  securing 
money. 

Cost  of  Establishing  the  Business — Ooing  Value — Develop- 
ment Cost. 

These  several  terms — cost  of  establishing  the  business,  going 
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value,  and  development  cost — have  been  used  interchangeably 
throughout  thia  investigation.  They  are  all  intended  to  ex- 
press that  added  value  which  inures  to  a  plant  as  a  going  con- 
cern over  and  above  the  sum  of  the  value  of  its  component  parts 
viewed  independently  of  the  whole. 

To  illustrate  by  reference  to  the  plant  and  property  here  in 
question.  Assume  that  all  the  land  has  been  purchased,  the 
buildings  erected,  the  equipment  in  place,  and  the  exchange  and 
toll  lines  completed. 

It  is  obvious  that  such  a  property,  at  a  moment  of  such  a 
sale  as  we  have  imagined,  would  have  no  established  business, 
no  good  will,  and  would  in  no  sense  be  a  going  concern  or  have 
what  we  refer  to  as  "going  value." 

To  make  it  in  truth  a  "going  concern"  it  would  be  necessary 
to  organize  and  train  a  force  of  men  and  women  to  operate 
and  maintain  the  plant.  Another  force  would  have  to  be  or- 
ganized to  go  out  and  get  patrons.  Another  force  would  have 
to  be  organized  and  maintained  to  handle  the  commercial  end 
of  the  business.  All  these  expenditures  might  properly  be  termed 
the  "cost  of  establishing  the  business."  They  all  mean  the  ex- 
penditure of  real  money,  and  they  are  all  commonly  recognized 
as  necessary  in  building  up  any  business,  public  or  private. 
But  these  expenditures  do  not  cease  with  the  original  starting 
of  the  enterprise.  They  are  continuous  throughout  its  entire 
life.  As  the  business  begins  to  grow,  more  men  and  women  are 
necessary  to  operate  and  maintain  the  plant,  more  men  must  be 
employed  to  go  out  and  get  more  patrons,  more  men  must  be 
employed  to  organize  and  maintain  the  commercial  end  of  the 
business,  and  all  these  expenditures  must  go  on  at  a  constantly 
increasing  rate  until  finally  the  business  is  on  a  substantial  and 
successful  basis.  And  even  then  such  expenditures  must  be  con- 
tinued in  order  to  keep  it  on  such  basis.  This,  then,  is  what 
we  mean  by  the  terms  "cost  of  establishing  the  business"  or 
"development  cost,"  and  the  value  which  comes  into  the  plant  in 
its  entirety  by  such  expenditures  is  what  is  usually  meant  when 
we  use  the  expression  "going  value"  or  "going  concern  value." 

Counsel  for  the  people  in  this  case  conceded  that  some  sub- 
stantial allowance  on  account  of  "going  value"  must  be  made 

under  the  decisions  of  our  highest  courts,  which  are  practically 
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a  unit  to  that  effect.  And  in  this  connection  he  contended 
that  inasmuch  as  there  was  no  definite  evidence  before  this  Com- 
mission as  to  what  the  cost  of  establishing  the  business  was,  an 
allowance  not  to  exceed  $500,000  should  be  made  to  cover  both 
this  item  and  any  possible  independent  value  which  might  be 
attributed  to  the  company's  easements. 

Counsel  for  the  Protective  Telephone  Association  concurred 
in  this  general  proposition,  but  confined  their  remarks  to  the 
company's  property  in  Baltimore  city,  contending  that  a  val- 
uation of  from  $350,000  to  $400,000  for  intangible  values  of 
every  kind,  easements  included,  would  be  liberal  in  the  case  of 
Baltimore  city. 

Counsel  and  witnesses  for  the  company,  on  the  other  hand, 
cx)ntended  for  a  valution  of  the  easements  of  $1,210,872  as  here- 
inbefore shown,  and  an  independent  "going  value"  of  $1,872,193, 
this  latter  sum  being  made  up  in  part  by  estimates  of  the  actual 
cost  of  organization  and  attaching  the  business,  but  in  greater 
part  by  estimates  of  deficits  from  operation  during  the  earlier 
years  of  the  company.  There  were  three  theories  advanced  for 
the  computation  of  "development  cost"  or  "going  value." 

1.  The  reproduction  cost  method,  being  a  modification  of  what 
is  commonly  known  as  the  "Alvord  method." 

2.  The  historical  method,  commonly  known  as  the  'Wisconsin 
method,"  for  the  reason  that  it  was  first  applied  and  has  since 
frequently  been  followed  by  the  Railroad  Commission  of  that 
state;  and 

3.  The  percentage  method,  which  involves  fixing  going  value 
by  a  definite  percentage  of  the  structural  cost  of  the  property 
being  appraised. 

Both  the  company's  witnesses  and  the  Commission's  super- 
intendent of  investigation  submitted  computations  based  upon 
the  first,  or  reproduction  cost,  method.  The  witnesses  in  both 
cases  assumed  that  the  business  could  be  established  in  a  period 
of  five  years,  and  that  during  this  period  the  company  would 
not  wait  until  its  physical  properties  were  entirely  completed, 
but  would  get  complete  sections  thereof  in  operation  as  soon 
as  practicable  in  order  to  have  a  revenue  coming  in. 

In  these  estimates  the  work  was  conceived  of  as  progressing 

in  quarterly  periods.  To  the  amount  expended  during  the  first 
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quarter  was  added  a  Bum  representing  the  interest  or  return 
thereon,  together  with  various  other  sums  representing  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  organization,  development^  selling  service,  oper- 
ation, etc.  From  the  total  was  deducted  the  estimated  amount 
of  revenues  received  from  operations,  this  yielding  a  deficit  in 
the  earlier  quarters,  and  such  deficit  being  added  to  the  capital 
expenditures  during  the  ensuing  quarter;  whereupon  the  same 
process  was  gone  over  again  through  each  quarter  to  the  end  of 
the  term,  deficits  from  operation  or  return  being  consistently 
added  to  capital  expenditures.  This  course  resulted  in  the  end 
in  having  figures  for  organization  and  development,  selling  serv- 
ice and  deficits,  which  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Anderson  amounted  in 
the  aggregate  to  $182,846  upon  the  assumption  that  the  company 
would  have  been  entitled  to  a  6  per  cent  return  during  the  con- 
struction period,  and  $833,387  upon  the  assumption  of  an  8  per 
cent  return.  Mr.  Whittemore's  estimate  was  upon  the  assump- 
tion of  an  8  per  cent  return,  and  his  corresponding  figure  for 
these  intangibles,  including  deficits  from  operation,  was  $1,872,- 
193,  the  difference  being  due  to  different  figures  used  in  estimatr 
ing  the  expense  of  organization,  selling  service,  etc.,  and  to 
different  assumptions  as  to  the  progress  of  construction  during 
the  five-year  period. 

In  the  case  of  the  computations  based  on  the  "historical"  or 
"Wisconsin  method,"  much  the  same  general  theory  was  fol- 
lowed, except  that  in  this  case  resort  was  had  to  the  books 
of  the  company  since  its  inception,  and  efforts  made  to  recast 
the  same  to  show  the  actual  net  earnings  and  losses  each  year. 
Where  a  deficit  occurred  it  was  promptly  capitalized  by  being 
placed  in  the  capital  column  for  the  ensuing  year  and  interest 
computed  on  the  same.  As  a  result,  working  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  the  company  was  entitled  to  a  return  of  6  per  cent 
upon  its  investment  since  it  started  operations  in  1883,  Mr. 
Anderson  found  that  the  deficit  aggregated  $850,569. 

Working  from  the  same  books,  but  making  different  appor- 
tionments, Mr.  Whittemore  found  that  upon  a  6  per  cent  basis 
of  returns,  the  deficits  aggregated  $5,497,306.79,  and  upon  an 
8  per  cent  basis,  $15,071,834.55. 

One  very  obvious  fallacy  in  the  results  shown  by  this  method 
lay  in  the  fact  that  both  engineers  started  with  the  company's 
P.b.R.1916C. 
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book  value  of  $2,710,843  on  August  1,  1883,  the  evidence  show- 
ing that  such  book  value  was  the  mere  nominal  values  of  the 
stock  issues  of  the  two  companies  merged  at  that  time,  and  there 
being  no  evidence  adduced  to  show  that  such  book  values  fairly 
represented  the  actual  value  of  the  property  at  the  date  of  such 
merger.  As  was  pertinently  pointed  out  on  pages  34,  35  of  the 
brief  of  counsel  for  the  Protective  Telephone  Association,  an 
error  of  $100,000  in  the  original  valuation  in  1883,  when  com- 
pounded at  6  per  cent  until  1914,  would  amount  to  $608,805, 
and  if  compounded  at  8  per  cent  would  amount  to  $1,006,800. 

But  aside  from  this  objection,  which  was  applicable  more 
particularly  to  the  second  or  historical  method,  and  only  in  a 
minor  degree  to  the  first  or  reproduction  cost  method,  it  will 
be  seen  that  both  these  methods  are  open  to  the  objection  that 
they  are  based  upon  the  double  assumption  that  the  company 
was  entitled  at  all  hazards  to  a  return  of  6,  7,  or  8  per  cent  as  the 
case  may  be,  whether  it  earned  it  or  not,  and  that  in  charging 
the  rates  for  ser\'ice  which  it  did  actually  charge  it  was  getting 
from  the  public  the  highest  price  for  its  service  obtaina1)le.  In 
short,  however  much  might  be  said  in  favor  of  the  geueral 
proposition,  that  early  deficits  from  operation  are  under  some 
circumstances  a  necessary  and  inevitable  incident  in  the  life  of 
every  newly  established  enterprise,  the  effect  of  capitalizing  such 
deficits  upon  any  such  assumptions  as  the  above  is  to  make  the 
public  of  the  present  and  the  future  pay  both  for  the  concessions 
of  the  company  to  the  public  of  the  past,  as  well  as  for  any 
mistakes  of  management  which  may  have  been  committed  in  the 
past. 

In  this  particular  case  the  historical  method  is  open  to  the 
further  objection  that  the  company's  books  have  been  kept  in 
the  past  in  the  method  described  in  the  portion  of  this  opinion 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  depreciation,  and  it  would  be  un- 
just to  the  public  in  the  extreme  to  capitalize  deficits  upon  the 
showing  made  by  such  books. 

In  addition,  the  historical  method  is  open  to  the  now  more 
or  less  threadbare  objection  that  by  its  adoption  tlio  more  money 
a  public  utility  has  lost  in  the  past,  the  more  valuable  its  prop- 
erty is  to-day. 

The  reproduction  cost  method  is  open  to  the  very  serious 
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objection  that  so  far  as  the  estimates  and  deficits  are  con- 
cerned, it  is  based  entirely  upon  a  main  assumption  of  conditions 
which  we  know  did  not  exist  in  fact  and  which  might  well 
yield  entirely  different  results  from  those  which  the  actual  con- 
ditions would  have  yielded,  to  wit,  that  the  entire  plant  was 
constructed  and  business  built  up  within  the  relatively  short 
period  of  five  years,  when  we  know  it  has  been  the  growth  of 
over  thirty  years.  To  this  extent  the  results  achieved  by  the 
adoption  of  this  method  are  hypothetical  and  conjectural,  and 
a  public  service  commission  would  hardly  seem  justified  in  ac- 
cepting them  as  final  in  the  absence  of  strong  corroborating 
circumstances. 

In  this  case  we  find  no  such  corroborating  circumstances, 
but  in  fact  strong  evidence  to  the  contrary. 

The  table  contained  on  page  36  of  the  brief  of  people's  coun- 
sel on  the  subject  of  intangibles  shows  the  dividends  actually 
paid  by  the  respondent  company  and  its  predecessor,  the  Chesa- 
peake &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  (of  New  York)  from 
1883  down  to  1914.  It  appears  from  this  table  that  in  nearly 
every  year  during  this  period  the  stockholders  have  received 
dividends  ranging  from  2  to  8  per  cent.  The  table  moreover 
shows  that  in  practically  every  one  of  these  years  there  were 
earnings  materially  in  excess  of  the  dividends  declared,  and 
the  natural  presumption  is  that  these  additional  earnings  were 
in  part,  at  least,  invested  in  plant. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  claim  of  the  company  on  account  of 
going  value  may  roughly  be  divided  into  two  fairly  distinct 
and  separate  branches,  first,  a  claim  for  the  actual  cost  of  or- 
ganization, securing  customers,  and  building  up  the  business; 
and,  second,  a  claim  for  any  deficiency  in  a  fair  return  suffered 
by  the  stockholders  during  the  period  of  the  co:iipany's  early 
growth. 

[24]  As  to  the  first,  this  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that 
wherever  it  is  made  to  appear  by  satisfactory  evidence  that  there 
ha-s  been  an  actual  cash  outlay  for  organization,  securing  cus- 
tomers, and  building  up  the  business,  and  it  does  not  at  the 
same  time  appear  by  equally  satisfactory  evidence  that  such 
outlay  has  been  repaid  the  stockholders  out  of  current  earnings, 
the  latter  are  entitled  to  have  an  allowance  made  for  such  ex- 
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penditures  and  added  to  the  value  of  the  physical  property  to 
form  a  basis  for  the  calculation  of  subsequent  earnings,  the 
amount  of  such  allowance  to  be  determined  in  the  sound  judg- 
ment and  discretion  of  the  Commission  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

[25,  26]  As  to  the  second,  we  feel  that  the  burden  should 
properly  be  shifted  in  view  of  the  diflSculties  in  the  way  of  satis- 
factorily attributing  deficits  to  any  particular  cause  for  which 
the  public  should  be  held  responsible.  In  the  case  of  organiza- 
tion, etc.,  we  know  that  the  expense  was  actually  incurred,  and 
in  the  absence  of  definite  proof  as  to  the  amount,  we  can  estimate 
the  same  at  least  approximately  by  reference  to  the  known  cost 
of  such  items  in  the  recent  past  or  in  other  lines  of  business. 
Consequently,  starting  with  the  known  fact  that  the  cost  has 
been  incurred,  and  estimating  that  cost  by  actual  experience  or 
other  relatively  definite  data,  it  would,  subject  to  the  above  con- 
ditions, seem  only  fair,  before  disallowing  it,  to  require  satis- 
factory evidence  that  it  had  been  repaid  by  the  public  But  in 
the  case  of  deficits  the  situation  is  entirely  reversed,  although, 
as  a  purely  abstract  proposition,  there  is  much  that  might  well 
be  said  in  favor  of  the  capitalization  of  deficits. 

Every  man  of  any  business  experience  at  all  must  realize 
that  with  comparatively  rare  exceptions,  no  great  business  en- 
terprise can  be  started  and  brought  to  success  without  some  losses 
in  its  early  stages.  In  private  business  these  losses,  in  the  case 
of  a  business  which  eventually  reaches  success,  are  recouped  from 
subsequent  earnings  over  and  above  the  normal  rate  of  interest 
upon  secured  investments. 

But  in  the  case  of  a  public  service  corporation,  or  an  indi- 
vidual engaged  in  the  public  service,  the  situation  is  different 
The  capital  has  been  invested,  the  business  started,  the  early 
losses  incurred,  and  then,  when  the  proprietor  is  about  to  reap 
the  benefit  of  success  and  recoup  such  losses,  the  state  steps  in 
and  tells  him  that  all  he  can  rightfully  exact  from  the  public  is 
a  fair  and  reasonable  return  upon  his  investment,  the  precise 
rate  depending  largely  upon  the  future,  rather  than  the  past, 
hazards  of  the  enterprise. 

How,  then,  is  the  proprietor  of  such  enterprise  going  to  re- 
coup such  early  losses  ?    Obviously  the  answer  is  that  if  the  state 
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is  going  to  take  this  position  and  the  proprietor  has  not  previously 
recouped  such  losses,  the  state  should  regard  them  as  one  of  the 
incidents  of  the  cost  of  establishing  the  business,  and,  capitalizing 
them,  permit  the  owner  thereafter  to  earn  upon  the  same. 

But  it  is  equally  obvious  that  if  it  is  not  positively  known 
that  such  early  losses  were  in  fact  sustained,  or  have  not  sub- 
sequently been  recouped,  it  would  be  unjust  to  the  public  to 
permit  their  capitalization.  Likewise  would  it  be  unjust  to  per- 
mit the  capitalization  of  such  early  losses  in  the  absence  of 
satisfactory  evidence  that  they  were  a  necessary  incident  of 
the  business,  and  not  due  to  improper  or  unwise  management, 
or  to  a  failure  to  charge  the  prices  for  the  service  which  could 
reasonably  have  been  charged. 

•In  this  case,  having  no  evidence  before  us  which  convinces 
us  to  our  satisfaction  that  any  particular  sum  has  been  lost 
by  this  particular  company  under  circumstances  which  would 
justify  its  capitalization,  we  do  not  feel  that  we  would  be  justified 
in  so  assuming  and  capitalizing  any  specific  deficits  as  such. 

We  may  well  believe  that  the  stockholders  of  this  company 
lost  money  in  the  early  stages  of  its  development  In  all  prob- 
ability they  lost  in  actual  operating  expenses.  It  is  even  more 
probable  that  they  were  obliged  to  go  without  full  dividends 
upon  their  investment  for  long  periods  of  time.  Their  books 
show  conclusively  that  the  actual  dividends  declared  in  the  early 
history  of  the  original  company  were  seldom  over  6  per  cent  and 
more  frequently  only  2,  8,  and  4  per  cent.  But  the  books  do  not 
show  definitely  that  the  dividends  so  declared  were  the  only 
earnings  during  this  period.  To  the  contrary  they  indicate  that 
the  actual  earnings  were  considerably  in  excess  of  such  dividends, 
and  as  such  went  into  the  plant  investment.  Nor  do  they  show 
with  precision  how  much  of  the  plant  investment  was  contributed 
from  outside  sources,  or  how  much  or  how  little  created  out  of 
what  was  nominally  operating  expense.  This  entire  realm  is 
almost  wholly  one  of  speculajtion  and  conjecture.  And  yet  the 
theory  upon  which  estimates  of  deficits  are  made  is  based  pri- 
marily upon  the  assumption  that  every  particle  of  capital  now 
found  represented  in  the  existing  plant  was  contributed  by  the 
stockholders.    Moreover,  when  we  come  to  look  back  over  the  past 

ihirty-two  years  of  this  company's  history,  why  should  we  assume 
P.U.R.1916C.'^ 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


1002  MARYLAND  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

that  its  management  has  been  at  all  times  beyond  reproach, 
rather  than  assume  that  such  may  not  have  been  the  case  ?  Or 
why  should  we  assume  that  the  company  has  at  all  times  in  the 
past  secured  from  the  public  the  highest  rates  to  which  it  was 
entitled  for  the  service  rendered  by  it,  rather  than  assume  that 
such  may  not  have  been  the  case? 

Our  assumption  of  all  these  facts  in  favor  of  the  company 
and  against  the  public  is  absolutely  necessary  if  we  are  to  au- 
thorize the  capitalization  of  deficits  in  such  a  case  as  this.  Our 
refusal  to  make  such  assumption  is  no  reflection  upon  the  com- 
pany or  its  past  management. 

It  amounts  in  the  end  to  our  mere  declaration  that  under 
no  circumstances  will  this  Commission  require  the  people  of 
this  state  to  pay  returns  upon  property  the  valuation  of  which 
has  to  be  ascertained  by  resort  to  pure  assumptions,  or  is  based 
upon  mere  speculation  or  conjecture. 

In  the  case  of  our  valuation  of  the  tangible  physical  prop- 
erty of  this  company,  we  assumed  nothing.  We  asked  to  be 
shown,  and  we  were  shown,  that  substantially  the  value  claimed 
was  there. 

In  the  case  of  working  capital  we  assumed  nothing,  and  again 
asked  to  be  shown.     We  were  shown. 

In  the  case  of  additions  since  September  30,  1913,  to  June 
30,  1914,  the  date  of  the  inquiry,  we  were  again  shown  that 
such  additions  had  actually  been  made. 

In  the  case  of  easements  we  were  asked  to  assume  a  value 
which  we  might  well  have  assumed  to  exist,  but  we  were  given 
no  definite  proof  that  it  did  in  fact  exist,  and  therefore  refused 
to  allow  any  such  assumed  value. 

In  the  case  of  the  cost  of  organization,  securing  customers, 
etc.,  we  demanded  evidence  and  we  have  it.  In  this  connection 
we  were  asked  to  assume  that  these  expenses  had  been  recouped 
by  the  company  from  subsequent  earnings.  But  no  evidence 
to  that  effect  was  given,  and  we  declined  so  to  assume. 

And  now  we  are  asked  to  assume  that  these  deficits  from 

operation  existed,  and  that  they  were  inevitable  in  the  course 

of  establishing  the  business  as  we  now  see  it,  together  with  all 

the  other  facts  in  favor  of  the  company  above  referred  to.     On 

the  other  hand  we  are  asked  to  assume  that  such  deficits  have 
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been  recouped  out  of  subsequent  earnings.  As  to  this  whole 
matter  we  feel  that  we  have  been  shown  nothing  definite,  and 
will  therefore  assume  nothing. 

In  taking  this  position  we  feel  that  we  are  fully  in  accord 
with  the  views  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  as 
expressed  in  a  number  of  cases.  In  the  comparatively  recent 
case  of  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  U.  S. 
352,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A.(KS.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct  Eep. 
729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  this  court  said:  "The  cost  of  repro- 
duction method  is  of  service  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  of 
the  plant,  when  it  is  reasonably  applied,  and  when  the  cost  of 
reproducing  the  property  may  be  ascertained  with  a  proper  de- 
gree of  certainty.  But  it  does  not  justify  the  acceptance  of 
results  which  depend  upon  mere  conjecture.  It  is  fundamental 
that  the  judicial  power  to  declare  legislative  action  invalid  upon 
constitutional  grounds  is  to  be  exercised  only  in  clear  cases.  The 
constitutional  invalidity  must  be  manifest,  and,  if  it  rests  upon 
disputed  questions  of  fact,  the  invalidating  facts  must  be  proved. 
And  this  is  true  of  asserted  value  as  of  other  facts." 

[27,  28]  We  come,  therefore,  to  an  ascertainment  of  the  costs 
of  establishing  the  business  actually  shown  in  this  case  by  specific 
and  definite  evidence. 

The  important  exhibits  on  this  point  are  Mr.  Anderson's 
exhibit  No.  83,  and  Mr.  Whittemore's  exhibit  No.  84,  both  of 
which  are  based  upon  the  reproduction  cost  new  theory  of  ascer- 
taining going  value.  For  the  reasons  above  stated  we  are  not 
prepared  to  accept  the  figures  in  these  exhibits  purporting  to 
establish  deficits.  Rut  they  both  contain  certain  figures  which, 
taken  in  connection  with  their  evidence  explanatory  of  the 
exhibits,  would  seem  to  furnish  a  safe  and  reasonable  guide 
for  ascertaining  the  cost  of  at  least  two  items  going  to  make  up 
the  cost  of  establishing  the  business  as  it  exists  today. 

In  exhibit  No.  83,  Mr.  Anderson  estimates  the  cost  of  organi- 
zation and  development  at  2  J  per  cent  of  the  directly  distributed 
eosts  plus  his  allowance  for  omissions  and  contingencies,  this 
estimate  being  $261,571  in  the  aggregate.  Mr.  Whittemore,  in 
exhibit  No.  84,  estimates  the  cost  of  "organization  and  pre- 
liminary development"  at  2^  per  cent  of  the  directly  distributed 
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costs  plus  construction  overheads  (exclusive  of  interest)  pins 
supplies,  his  estimate  amounting  on  this  basis  to  $296,000. 

Mr.  Whittemore  states  in  this  connection  that  there  are  no 
basic  figures  which  could  be  submitted  the  Commission  to  show 
exactly  what  these  costs  were  or  had  been,  but  that  the  item  was 
generally  taken  as  a  percentage  or  ratio  of  other  items,  and  he 
had  been  upheld  in  using  such  percentage  by  commissions  in  a 
number  of  recent  valuations  of  the  properties  of  telephone  com- 
panies for  rate-making  purposes. 

It  will  be  noted  that  both  Mr.  Anderson  and  Mr.  Whittemore 
use  the  same  percentage,  2^  per  cent,  for  this  item,  but  that  they 
differ  in  the  base  to  which  they  apply  the  same,  Mr.  Anderson 
excluding  all  construction  overheads  except  omissions  and  con- 
tingencies, and  Mr.  Whittemore  including  all  construction  over- 
heads except  interest  during  construction,  and  also  including  the 
material  and  supplies  carried  as  a  part  of  the  company's  working 
capital.  As  we  have  already  explained,  the  construction  over- 
heads which  have  been  allowed  by  us  were  just  as  much  a  part 
of  the  cost  of  the  physical  property  as  the  cost  of  the  labor  and 
material  which  entered  into  the  same.  Therefore  we  feel  that 
if  the  2i  per  cent  is  to  be  used  it  should  be  applied  to  the  whole 
cost  of  the  physical  property,  including  the  interest  during  con- 
struction (which  was  omitted  by  Mr.  Whittemore  in  this  con- 
nection because  included  elsewhere  in  his  exhibit)  and  Hie 
material  and  supplies  embraced  in  the  working  capital. 

But  we  are  by  no  means  satisfied  that  the  percentage  of  2J 
per  cent  itself  is  correct.  As  stated  by  Mr.  Whittemore,  no  basic 
figures  can  be  cited  for  its  support,  and  it  is  wholly  a  matter  of 
engineering  judgment. 

Our  examination  of  the  decisions  of  other  commissions  and 
appraisals  by  engineers  throughout  the  country  discloses  that 
the  items  of  organization  and  preliminary  development  are 
usually  treated  in  the  same  way  as  construction  overheads,  and 
are  seldom  distinguishable  therefrom.  As  such,  they  serve  to 
swell  the  aggregate  percentage  of  such  construction  overheads, 
and  are  frequently  blanketed  where  a  general  percentage  of  this 
kind  is  allowed.  Being  treated  as  overheads,  they  are  also 
subject  to  depreciation  where  deductions  are  made  upon  this 
account. 

In  this  case,  owing  to  the  fact  that  we  have  followed  through- 
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out  the  investigation  the  system  of  accounting  prescribed  for 
telephone  companies,  we  have  excluded  the  item  of  organization 
from  the  construction  overheads  and  are  r^arding  it  as  an  in- 
tangible value.  As  such  it  is  not  subject  to  depreciation,  and 
consequently  a  2  per  cent  allowance  by  us  for  organization  as  an 
intangible  would  be  equivalent  to  2^  per  cent  allowance  for  it  as 
one  of  the  construction  overheads. 

Moreover  we  find  that  where  this  item  has  been  considered 
separately  by  some  of  the  other  commissions  than  those  referred 
to  by  Mr.  Whittemore,  the  allowance  has  been  considerably 
lower  than  2^  per  cent,  as  note  the  allowance  of  1.5  per  cent  in 
the  Michigan  railroad  appraisals  of  1900-01,  1.2  per  cent  in  the 
Wisconsin  railroad  appraisals  of  1903,  and  1  per  cent  in  the  ap- 
praisal of  the  Stockton  Terminal  &  Eastern  Eailroad  Company 
by  the  Railroad  Commission  of  California. 

Under  these  circumstances,  and  in  the  absence  of  any  more 
exact  data  than  we  have  before  us  upon  which  to  predicate  our 
conclusion,  we  feel  that  an  allowance  of  2  per  cent  on  the  broader 
basis  suggested  by  us  would  be  substantially  correct. 

This  basis  is  as  follows: 

Total  reproduction  cost  new  $13,062,107 

Material  and  supplies   152,300 

Total $13,214,497 

Organization  and  preliminary  development  2%   $264,290 

We  will  call  this  sum $264,000 

In  exhibit  No.  83,  Mr.  Anderson  also  estimates  the  cost  of 
selling  service  at  $1.50  per  station  in  Baltimore  city  and  $2  in 
Maryland  elsewhere,  the  aggregate  for  the  state  as  a  whole  on 
this  basis  being  $149,022.  In  making  this  estimate  Mr.  Ander- 
son follo\yed  literally  the  reproduction  cost  theory  of  assuming 
that  there  was  no  telephone  service  in  the  state  of  Maryland, 
and  that  the  existing  plant  of  the  company  would  be  constructed 
within  a  period  of  five  years.  Upon  this  supposition  Mr.  Ander- 
son assumed  that  the  public  would  be  clamoring  for  the  service, 
and  that  it  would  practically  sell  itself.  Consequently  his 
estimate  of  $1.50  and  $2  included  the  cost  of  making  records, 
directories,  etc.,  and  very  little  soliciting. 

We  have  already  expressed  our  views  as  to  the  weight  to  be 

given  "assumptions"  of  this  kind  in  a  rate-making  case.  Coun- 
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sel  for  the  company  on  page  48  of  their  brief  rather  concur  in 
our  view  on  this  subject  in  their  remarks  upon  these  "assump- 
tions" of  Mr.  Anderson,  although  their  entire  exhibit  No.  84 
showing  deficits  of  something  over  $1,800,000  is  based  upon 
precisely  the  same  assumptions. 

Unfortunately  the  evidence  of  the  company's  witnesses  upon 
the  question  of  the  actual  cost  of  selling  service  was  merely 
incidental,  no  effort  being  made  to  furnish  any  precise  data  as 
to  such  cost.  Nevertheless  the  evidence  which  was  adduced  upon 
this  point  demonstrated  to  our  reasonable  satisfaction  that  the 
actual  cost  of  selling  service  in  the  past  has  not  averaged  through- 
out the  state  less  than  $5  per  station,  this  cost  covering  all  ex- 
penses of  advertising,  canvassing,  soliciting,  and  the  numerous 
other  efforts  which  are  constantly  being  made  by  the  company 
to  increase  its  patronage. 

Mr.  Whitteraore's  exhibit  No.  84  showed  that  there  were 
88,191  stations  in  service  in  the  state  of  Maryland  on  June  30, 
1914.  Upon  this  basis  we  find  that  the  actual  cost  to  the  com- 
pany of  selling  service  in  the  past  has  been  approximately 
$441,000. 

Adding  to  this  sum  the  $264,000  found  by  us  to  have  been 
the  cost  of  organization  and  preliminary  development,  we  find 
we  have  a  total  of  $705,000  as  the  value  of  the  intangible  or 
nonphysical  property  of  the  respondent  company. 

But  we  are  not  to  be  understood  as  approving  in  advance 
this  method  of  computing  going  values  in  any  and  all  cases 
which  may  hereafter  come  before  us.  Each  case  must  be  de- 
cided in  the  light  of  its  own  facts  and  circumstances.  In  this 
case  we  are  satisfied  that  the  property  of  the  respondent  com- 
pany has  a  substantial  value  as  a  going  concern,  and  that  it 
would  be  unjust  to  disallow  such  value  upon  any  mere  techni- 
cal failure  of  proof  which  in  the  nature  of  the  case  is  not,  and 
could  not  be,  forthcoming.  We  have  therefore  attempted  to  find 
a  method  for  computing  from  known  data  the  cost  of  two  items 
of  actual  expense  found  in  such  going  value.  But  even  these 
figures  could  not  properly  be  said  to  be  scientifically  accurate  or 
definite.  They  are  in  part,  at  least,  offset  by  other  considerations. 
On  the  whole  we  regard  them  as  fairly  indicative  of  the  added 

value  to  be  given  the  property  because  of  the  fact  it  is  a  going 
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concern.  Our  conclusion  is  that  such  allowance  is  on  the  whole 
reasonable  and  fair  both  to  the  company  and  the  public,  and  is 
to  be  taken  as  embracing  not  only  literally  the  cost  of  organiza- 
tion and  securing  customers,  but  as  well,  all  the  company's  other 
nonphysical  or  intangible  values  of  every  kind. 

[29]  We  are  not  so  much  impressed  by  the  contention  of  coun- 
sel for  the  respondent  that  in  determining  such  intangible  values 
we  should  be  governed  in  any  degree  by  the  percentages  adopted 
or  conclusions  reached  by  courts  and  other  commissions  in  valu- 
ing the  property  of  other  somewhat  similar  companies.  Our  at- 
tention has  been  called  in  this  connection  to  the  fact  that  the 
supreme  court  of  Oklahoma  in  the  case  of  Pioneer  Teleph.  & 
Teleg.  Co.  v.  Westenhaver,  29  Okla.  429,  38  L.R.A.(KS.)  1209, 
118  Pac.  354,  approved  an  allowance  of  20  per  cent  of  reproduc- 
tion cost  as  "going  concern  value,"  and  that  the  supreme  court  of 
New  Jersey  affirmed  an  order  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion of  New  Jersey  allowing  30  per  cent  of  structural  cost  as 
going  value  (the  30  per  cent  in  this  case  being  conceded  by  the 
parties  as  fair). 

On  the  other  hand  our  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  Des  Moines 
Gas  Co.  Case,  238  U.  S.  153,  59  L.  ed.  1244,  P.U.R1915D, 
577,  35  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  811,  decided  June  14,  1915,  held  that  in 
the  matter  of  going  value  each  case  must  be  controlled  by  its 
own  circumstances,  and  refused  to  disturb  an  order  of  the  master 
declining  to  allow  a  claim  of  $300,000  for  going  value.  The 
Supreme  Court  held  in  this  case  that  inasmuch  as  the  master 
had  taken  into  consider'ation  the  time  and  money  expended  in 
promoting  and  organizing  the  company,  interesting  capital  there- 
in, and  generally  superintending  the  entire  enterprise,  during 
the  construction  of  the  plant,  along  with  other  construction  over- 
heads aggregating  15  per  cent  of  reproduction  cost  in  all,  "it 
cannot  be  said  that  the  element  of  going  value  has  not  been  given 
the  consideration  it  desen^es." 

The  addition  of  the  above  sum  for  intangibles  will  be  seen 
to  bring  the  total  value  of  the  depreciated  property  up  to 
$11,154,758. 

It  will  be  noted  that  up  to  the  stage  of  adding  the  intangi- 
bles we  have  separated  the  property  between  Baltimore  city  and 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


1008  MARYLAND  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

Maryland  elsewhere,  as  well  as  giving  the  aggregate  value  for 
the  entire  state.  In  view  of  the  conclusions  which  we  herein- 
after reach,  we  do  not  feel  it  necessary  at  this  time  to  make  any 
apportionment  of  the  intangible  values  above  referred  to.  Such 
apportionment  can  better  be  made  when  and  if  it  should  hereafter 
become  necessary. 

CapUaZization. 

[30]  We  have  noted  that  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of 
Smyth  V.  Ames,  169  TJ.  S.  466,  42  L.  ed.  819,  18  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
418,  stated  that  in  order  to  ascertain  the  fair  value  of  the  prop- 
erty being  used  by  a  public  utility  for  the  convenience  of  the 
public,  the  amount  and  market  value  of  its  bonds  and  stocks 
should  be  considered  and  given  such  weight  as  might  be  just 
and  right  in  each  case. 

The  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore 
City  has  at  the  present  time,  and  has  had  from  its  inception, 
a  stock  issue  of  but  $10,000.  As  we  have  hereinbefore  explained 
in  discussing  the  question  of  promoters'  remuneration  and  cost  of 
money,  it  has  been  financed  entirely  by  the  American  Telephone 
&  Telegraph  Company  or  other  companies  in  the  Bell  system. 
When  it  required  money  for  its  corporate  purposes  it  got  such 
money  from  the  parent  company  or  one  of  these  associates  and 
gave  its  nojkes  therefor,  said  notes  bearing  interest  at  6  per  cent. 
Consequently  such  notes  take  the  place  of  the  stocks  and  bonds 
ordinarily  issued  by  a  corporation  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
capital. 

On  June  30,  1914,  the  date  of  our  inquiry,  the  aggregate 
amount  of  these  notes  outstanding  was  $9,750,000. 

We  have  already  referred  to  the  fact  that  objection  is  fre- 
quently made  to  any  consideration  being  given  the  capitalization 
of  a  public  service  corporation,  for  the  reason  either  that  said 
capitalization  may  be  largely  or  in  part  fictitious,  or  that  in- 
asmuch as  the  market  value  of  outstanding  stocks  and  bonds 
would  be  affected  by  any  changes  made  by  tbe  state  in  such 
corporation's  schedules  of  rates  for  service,  it  would  be  illogical 
and  but  working  in  a  circle  to  gauge  the  fair  value  of  the  prop- 
erty for  rate  making  upon  the  basis  of  such  market  value  of  the 

company^s  stocks  and  bonds, 
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However  fair  such  criticism  might  be  in  the  case  of  some 
public  service  corporations  where  there  was  reason  to  suspect 
over-capitalization,  they  could  hardly  apply  to  a  case  such  as 
this,  where  all  the  evidence  shows  clearly  that  the  $10,000  of 
stock  was  paid  for  at  par,  and  the  $9,750,000  of  notes  were 
issued  for  $9,750,000  in  cash,  all  of  which  went  directly  into 
building  up  the  property. 

We  are  therefore  inclined  to  give  considerable  weight  to  the 
company's  capitalization,  which,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
notes  take  the  place  of  stocks  or  bonds,  we  can  r^ard  as  $9,760,- 
000. 

We  have  seen  that  the  depreciated  reproduction  cost  value  of 
the  property  as  of  June  30,  1914,  was  $10,449,758,  exclusive  of 
intangibles.  This  sum  is  subject  to  a  deduction  of  $100,000  on 
account  of  an  item  for  paving  included  therein,  as  hereinbefore 
stated,  thus  reducing  it  to  $10,349,758. 

We  find  that  the  book  values  of  the  property,  exclusive  of 
intangibles,  on  June  30,  1914,  were  $12,072,036,  this  sum  being 
subject  to  a  deduction  of  $1,367,700  found  in  the  depreciation 
reserves  on  that  date,  thus  leaving  the  book  values  of  the  prop- 
erty not  contributed  by  the  public  $10,704,336.  Thus  we  have 
the  following  intei*esting  comparisons: 

Depreciated  value $10,349,768 

Book  values 10,704,336 

Capitalization  ..-.,,. 9,760,000 

And  knowing  as  we  do  that  the  stockholders  of  this  company 
have  frepieutly  foregone  dividends  in  the  past  in  order  that 
earnings  niiglit  be  invested  in  additions  to  plant,  it  is  easy  to  see 
how  strongly  the  company's  capitalization  corroborates  the  figures 
which  we  found  to  represent  the  reproduction  cost  new  less 
depreciation  value  as  the  result  of  our  minute  and  most  careful 
appraisal  of  the  property  upon  that  basis. 

Earning  Value  of  Property. 

[31]  Consideration  of  the  earning  value  of  the  property  of  a 
public  service  corporation  has  also  been  objected  to  on  the  ground 
that  earning  value  depends  upon  rates,  and  if  we  are  to  make 
rates  depend  upon  earning  value,  we  could  never  reduce  such 
rates. 
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In  our  discussion  of  the  general  principles  of  rate  making  con- 
tained in  an  eariier  portion  of  this  opinion,  we  stated  that  the 
earning  capacity  of  property  under  existing  rates  can  very 
properly  he  considered  in  a  rate-making  case  without  being  sub- 
ject to  this  objection,  provided  we  do  what  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  has  said  we  should  do,  that  is,  consider  such 
earning  value,  and  refrain  from  doing  what  that  court  has  said 
we  shall  not  do,  that  is,  give  it  exclusive  or  undue  weight  in 
reaching  our  final  conclusion  as  to  fair  value. 

Unquestionably  if  the  property  of  a  public  utility  has  a  con- 
siderable earning  capacity  under  existing  rates  it  is  of  more 
value  to  its  owners  than  if  it  has  a  very  small  or  no  earning 
capacity  whatever  under  those  rates. 

To  just  what  extent  such  earning  capacity  may  be  dependent 
upon  causes  which  would  entitle  the  stockholders  to  have  it  con- 
sidered in  their  favor  in  a  rate-making  case  is  a  question  requir- 
ing the  exercise  of  sound  and  discriminating  judgment  and  dis- 
cretion upon  the  part  of  the  regulatory  body.  Such  earning 
capacity  may  be  entirely  or  largely  attributable  to  the  fact  that 
the  company  enjoys  an  absolute  monopoly.  It  may  be  attribu- 
table to  advantages  of  location,  or  a  small  earning  capacity 
attributable  to  disadvantages  of  location,  as  the  case  may  be. 
Or  it  may  be  attributable  to  excellent  business  management,  or  to 
the  fact  that  the  business  has  been  well  organized  and  thoroughly 
established.  If  upon  a  thorough  investigation  it.  is  found  to  be 
attributable  to  certain  of  the  above  causes,  a  commission  might 
well  determine  in  the  exercise  of  its  sound  judgment  and  dis- 
cretion, based  upon  a  sense  of  fairness  both  to  the  stockholder  and 
the  public,  that  the  former  should  get  the  benefit  of  the  same  in 
the  valuation  of  the  property.  If  to  certain  other  of  such  causes, 
such  for  instance  as  the  advantage  of  location,  it  would  seem 
equitable  that  it  be  shared  between  the  stockholders  and  the  pub- 
lic. If  to  certain  others,  it  would  seem  equitable  that  the  stock- 
holders should  not  profit  by  the  same,  but  the  public  should  have 
the  benefit  thereof.  Such  considerations  cannot  be  weighed  in 
a  balance,  or  made  a  matter  of  fixed  formulas.  They  are  essen- 
tially matters  for  the  exercise  of  judgment  and  a  sense  of  equity. 

On  the  other  hand,  such  earning  capacity  may  be  found,  from 

either  intrinsic  or  extrinsic  evidence,  to  be  attributable  solely  to 
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excessive  rates.  In  such  a  case  it  goes  without  saying  that  it 
should  not  be  capitalized  against  the  public. 

But  it  is  just  as  great  a  mistake  to  say  that  large  earning 
capacity  must  of  necessity  be  the  result  of  excessive  rates,  as  it 
is  to  say  that  small  earning  capacity  is  necessarily  the  result  of 
insuflBcient  or  unjustly  low  rates. 

In  the  particular  case  before  us  it  happens  that  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  go  into  any  of  the  above  questions,  since  the  earning 
capacity  of  this  company  is  such  as  to  throw  very  little  light 
upon  the  question  of  the  fair  value  of  its  property. 

[32]  We  have  seen  that  the  value  placed  by  ua  upon  the  prop- 
erty in  its  entirety  after  the  addition  of  intangibles  was  $11,- 
154,768  as  of  June  30,  1914.  Deducting  from  this  the  $100,000 
paving  item,  and  adding  $500,000  for  working  capital,  we  find 
we  have  a  figure  of  $11,554,758  as  the  basis  for  calculating  the 
actual  rate  of  return  under  the  existing  rates.  The  company's 
book  values  happen  to  be  reasonably  close  to  this  figure,  $12,072,- 
036,  and  the  books  show  net  operating  revenues  of  $673,240  for 
the  year  ending  June  30,  1914,  this  being  at  the  rate  of  5.83 
per  cent  of  the  average  book  values  of  $11,550,464  for  the  year 
ending  on  that  date. 

As  a  general  proposition  we  should  say  that  a  property  which 
under  good  management  and  existing  rates  prescribed  by  the 
company  of  its  own  accord  and  as  a  matter  of  business  policy  is 
not  able  to  earn  more  than  the  legal  rate  of  interest  upon  the  fair 
value  of  its  properly  has  no  earning  capacity  which  should  be 
regarded  as  enhancing  the  value  of  such  property  for  rate-making 
purposes. 

Nevertheless  we  do  find  in  these  figures  as  to  earnings  at  least 
a  measure  of  corroboration  of  the  conclusions  we  have  heretofore 
reached  as  to  the  present  value  of  the  company's  property,  since 
the  net  operating  revenues  for  the  year  1914,  when  capitalized 
at  6  per  cent,  would  indicate  a  property  value  of  $11,220,664  as 
against  the  value  of  $11,554,758,  which  we  have  so  far  found. 

Fair  Value. 

We  have  so  fully  discussed  in  preceding  portions  of  this  opin- 
ion the  principles  which  should  properly  underlie  the  determi- 
nation of  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  for 
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rate-making  purposes,  that  we  can  properly  at  this  time  rest 
content  by  merely  stating  our  conclusions  in  terms  of  dollars. 

Step  by  step  we  have  built  up  a  present  estimated  value  of 
$11,554,758  for  this  property  as  of  June  30,  1914,  made  up  as 
follows : 

Directly  distributed  costs   $10,115,197 

Rights  of  way 347,659 

10,462,856 
Construction  overheads 1,849,263 

12,312,119 
Additions,  Sept.  30,  1913,  to  June  30,  1914 760,078 

Total  cost  new  13,062,197 

Less  depreciation  at  20% 2^612,439 

Depreciated  value   10,449,768 

Intangible  values    706,000 

11,164,768 
Le^  over-allowance  for  paving   100,000 

11,054,758 
Allowance  for  working  capital 500,000 

Present  estimated  value 11,554,758 

It  remains  now  to  determine  the  fair  value  of  this  property 
for  rate-making  purposes. 

So  far  in  this  opinion  we  have  said  little  on  the  subject  of 
original  cost.  The  company's  counsel  and  witnesses  confessed 
their  inability  to  determine  from  the  books  of  the  company  the 
actual  original  cost  of  the  property  in  service  June  30,  1914. 
The  Commission's  engineers  and  accountants  made  an  effort 
covering  several  months  to  ascertain  such  actual  original  cost,  and 
submitted  a  report  and  exhibit  purporting  to  show  the  same  at 
a  much  lower  figure  than  that  last  above  named.  That  evidence, 
however,  was  based  upon  so  many  assumptions  of  various  kinds 
that  the  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  not  entitled  to 
any  weight  in  this  inquiry. 

It  thereupon  became  necessary,  und6r  the  instructions  given 
the  appraisers,  to  estimate  such  original  cost  from  the  best  data 
reasonably  obtainable. 

We  have  seen  that  the  estimates  of  the  company  as  to  the 

value  of  its  real  estate  were  based  largely  upon  its  actual  original 

cost  as  shown  by  the  books,  although  in  these  estimates  some  con- 
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cessions  were  made  to  the  theory  of  reproduction  cost,  thus  reduc- 
ing the  final  figure. 

In  the  case  of  equipment,  exchange  lines,  and  toll  lines,  the 
estimates  of  the  Commission's  engineers  were  based  literally 
upon  the  theory  of  reproduction  cost.  Those  of  the  company, 
however,  were  based  upon  data  as  to  actual  costs  of  construction 
in  the  past,  the  theory  being  that  what  property  had  cost  in  the 
past  was  the  best  evidence,  with  certain  modifications  because  of 
increased  costs  of  labor  and  material  in  later  years,  as  to  what 
it  would  cost  to  reproduce  the  same  at  the  present  time.  In  the 
end  we  feel  that  the  figure  finally  agreed  upon  as  to  the  above 
items,  and  approved  by  this  Commission,  can  fairly  be  said  to 
represent  the  original  cost  of  these  portions  of  the  company's 
property. 

The  figures  as  to  rights  of  way  were  estimates  based  almost 
entirely  upon  actual  cost  data,  as  were  those  for  construction 
overheads. 

The  figures  for  additions  to  plant  between  September  30,  1913, 
and  June  30,  1914,  were  taken  directly  from  the  books  of  the 
company,  and  represented  actual  original  cost  as  well  as  the 
estimated  cost  of  reproduction. 

Our  estimates  of  the  cost  of  organization  and  preliminary 
development,  selling  service,  etc.,  as  has  been  seen,  were  based 
entirely  upon  estimates  of  their  actual  cost  in  the  past. 

The  deduction  of  $100,00  from  the  item  for  paving  was  a 
concession  to  the  original  cost  idea  and  a  clear  departure  from 
the  reproduction  cost  theory. 

Our  allowance  of  $500,000  for  working  capital  was  based  upon 
the  working  capital  actually  required  and  in  use  by  the  company 
at  the  date  of  the  inquiry,  and  in  that  sense  can  properly  be  said 
to  partake  of  the  idea  of  original  cost. 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  while  our  final  figure  of  $11,554,758 
was  ostensibly  the  outcome  of  an  effort  to  value  the  property 
upon  the  basis  of  reproduction  cost,  it  in  reality  becomes  in  the 
end  fairly  representative  of  its  estimated  original  cost  as  well. 

We  have  seen  that  if  the  earnings  for  the  year  ending  June 
30,  1914,  were  capitalized  at  6  per  cent,  they  would  indicate 
an 'earning  capacity  of  $11,220,664. 
P.UJE1.1916C. 
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Tabulated,  these  tables  stand  as  follows: 

Original   cost    $11,554,768 

Reproduction  cost   11,554,758 

Book  value   12,072,036 

Earning   capacity    11,220,664 

Capitalization  9,760,000 

In  view  of  the  approximate  unanimity  of  results  reached  by 
each  of  these  five  methods  of  ascertaining  value,  it  would 
seem  clear  that  the  fair  value  of  the  respondent  company's  prop- 
erty in  this  state  is  in  or  about  $11,500,000,  and  inasmuch  as 
this  figure  so  closely  approximates  the  depreciated  original  and 
reproduction  cost  values  of  the  company's  property  as  of  June 
30,  1914,  we  have  accepted  such  value  of  $11,554,768  as  the 
fair  value  of  the  property  on  that  date  for  rate-making  purposes. 

Fair  Return. 

This  Commission's  order  of  December  1,  1913,  provided  in 
effect  that  this  investigation  should  be  undertaken  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  whether  the  rates  of  the  respondent  company 
then  in  force  provided  a  fair,  just,  and  reasonable  return  for  the 
service  rendered  by  said  respondent  in  this  state,  and  that  if  the 
Commission  should  determine  that  said  rates  provided  more  than 
fair,  just,  and  reasonable  return,  the  Commission  proceed  to 
establish  fair,  just,  and  reasonable  rates  to  be  charged  in  future. 

At  the  hearings  held  during  the  course  of  this  investigation  no 
contention  was  made  by  the  representatives  of  the  company  that 
its  existing  charges  for  service  were  too  low;  nor  was  any  con- 
tention made  by  the  representatives  of  the  people  that  any  par- 
ticular rate  now  charged  by  the  company  was  too  high,  although 
counsel  for  the  Protective  Telephone  Association  contended 
throughout  that  the  rates  in  Baltimore  city  as  a  class  were  exces- 
sive and  unreasonable. 

Despite  this  latter  contention,  it  seemed  to  be  conceded  that 
the  proper  course  would  be  for  this  Commission  to  determine 
first  the  fair  value  of  the  company's  property  throughout  the 
entire  state  and  the  rate  of  return  actually  received  by  the  com- 
pany thereon  under  its  existing  schedules  of  rates,  and  then,  at 
a  subsequent  stage  of  the  investigation,  take  up  all  questions 
relating  to  the  fairness,  justice,  and  reasonableness  of  such 
schedules  as  to  individuals  or  localities  in  the  light  of  the  facts 
thus  established. 

P.U.R.1916C.  C"r\c^n\o 
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Incidentally  it  seemed  to  be  conceded  that  while  the  Commis- 
sion should  not  pass  upon  the  question  of  the  fairness  of  any  par- 
ticular rate  charged  in  the  existing  schedules  of  the  company,  it 
should  nevertheless  give  expression  to  its  views  as  to  the  maxi- 
mum amount  and  rate  of  return  which  the  respondent  company 
might  hereafter  be  permitted  to  earn  upon  its  property  in  this 
state. 

Our  valuation  of  the  company's  property  has  now  been  com- 
pleted, and  we  have  found  that  the  fair  value  of  such  property 
on  June  30,  1914,  was  $11,554,758. 

The  books  of  the  company  show  that  its  net  operating  revenues 
for  the  year  ending  on  that  date  were  $673,240.  This  was  5.82 
per  cent  of  the  fair  value  of  the  company's  property  on  June  30, 
1914. 

The  books  also  show  that  for  some  years  past  the  company's 
net  additions  to  plant  investment  have  aggregated  between  nine 
hundred  thousand  and  one  million  dollars  annually,  thus  indi- 
cating an  average  plant  investment  of  approximately  $11,100,000 
during  the  year  ending  on  such  date.  Hence  the  actual  net 
operating  income  upon  the  average  investment  during  that  year 
was  approximately  f>  per  'cent. 

[33]  An  examination  of  the  books  of  the  company  shows  that 
the  net  operating  revenues  for  the  years  ending  December  31, 
1907,  to  December  31,  1914,  were  obtained  after  deducting 
appropriations  to  the  depreciation  resenes  bearing  the  ratios  to 
average  plant  investment  and  resulting  in  the  accumulations  of 
such  reserves  set  forth  in  the  following  table: 


Per  cent  of 

Amount  of 

Per  cent 

Year 

Appropriation 

Reserve 

of  Plant 

1907 

85,000 

1.27 

1908 

2.44 

82,700 

1.08 

1909 

4.09 

9,800 

.13 

1910 

6.78 

392,600 

4.74 

1911 

6.34 

714,000 

7.92 

1912 

6.42 

1,046,800 

9.88 

1913 

6.28 

1,242,100 

10.76* 

1914 

6.25 

1,488,700 

11.94 

Such  appropriations  have  resulted  in  setting  up  such  reserve 

at  a  much  more  rapid  rate,  especially  since  1910,  than  they 
P.U.R.1916C.  T 
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would  ordinarily  be  8et  up.  In  view,  however,  of  the  testimony  of 
the  company's  witnesses  as  to  the  necessity  from  an  operating 
standpoint  of  setting  them  up  at  the  rate  of  approximately  6.25 
per  cent  of  plant  investment,  the  Commission  approves  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  course  until  the  same  reach  the  mark  we  have 
set  of  approximately  20  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  plant  invest- 
ment as  it  may  appear  when  that  point  is  reached.  By  that  time 
the  accountants  of  the  company  and  the  Commission  will  have 
been  able  to  determine  the  rate  of  annual  appropriation  neces- 
sary to  keep  such  reserves  at  that  point. 

[34,35]  In  view  of  this  showing,  we  see  no  good  reason 
why  we  should  not  now  say  that  the  earnings  of  the  respondent 
company  under  its  existing  schedules  of  rates,  taken  as  a  whole, 
are  not  excessive,  and  that  a  general  reduction  of  said  rates,  if 
we  are  to  consider  the  state  as  a  whole,  would  therefore  not  be 
reasonable. 

It  was  contended,  however,  by  counsel  for  the  Protective  Tele- 
phone Association,  that  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  charges 
for  telephone  service,  the  state  should  not  be  considered  as  a 
whole,  but  that  rates  for  Baltimore  city  should  be  established 
upon  the  basis  of  the  fair  value  of  thp  property  owned  by  the 
company  in  Baltimore  city  and  the  earnings  of  the  company  upon 
that  property,  it  being  alleged  that  the  earnings  upon  the  property 
in  Baltimore  city  were  proportionately  much  greater  than  those 
upon  the  compajay's  property  in  the  remainder  of  the  state.  It 
was  also  alleged  in  a  most  general  way  that  certain  specific 
charges  in  the  company's  existing  schedules  were  unjust  and  dis- 
criminatory, and  the  Commission  has  in  its  files  a  number  of 
individual  complaints  to  this  effect 

We  trust  that  as  a  result  of  our  findings  as  to  the  fair  value  of 
the  company's  property  in  this  state  and  the  ratio  which  the 
returns  under  the  existing  schedules  bear  thereto,  it  may  be 
possible  to  adjust  all  such  differences  without  further  formal  pro- 
ceedings, but  if  this  be  found  not  to  be  possible,  the  Commission 
will  in  the  very  near  future  take  up  all  such  questions  and 
•determine  the  same. 

For  even  though  the  earnings  of  the  company  under  the  exist- 
ing rates,  taken  as  a  whole,  may  not  be  excessive,  nevertheless 
the  Commission  has  ample  power  under  the  Public  Service  Com- 
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mission  law  to  correct  any  of  sucli  rates  which  may  subject  any 
particular  person  or  locality  to  any  unfair  prejudice  or  dis- 
advantage. 

Although  we  have  determined  that  the  earnings  of  the 
respondent  company  under  its  existing  schedules,  as  a  whole, 
are  not  excessive  at  the  present  time,  speaking  as  of  June  30, 
1914,  it  would  seem  desirable  for  us  to  express  our  views  as  to 
the  maximum  returns  which  it  should  be  permitted  to  earn  in 
this  state  under  more  favorable  circumstances,  in  order  that 
both  the  company  and  the  public  may  know  what  they  may 
have  to  expect  in  the  future. 

Our  quotations  from  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  in 
the  case  of  Smyth  v,  Ames,  169  U.  S.  466,  42  L.  ed.  819,  18 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  418,  are  sufficient  authority  for  the  general  propo- 
sition that  the  stockholders  of  a  public  utility  are  not  entitled 
as  a  matter  of  right,  and  regardless  of  all  other  circumstances  and 
conditions,  to  any  fixed  or  specific  rate  of  return  upon  their  in- 
vestment in  the  public  service,  but  that  having  elected  to  serve 
the  public,  the  utility  must  render  such  service  at  reasonable 
rates,  even  though  in  so  doing  the  stockholders  may  be  deprived 
of  any  dividends  whatever  upon  their  holdings  in  the  capital 
stock  of  the  utility,  the  court  holding  that  such  a  condition 
would  be  a  misfortune  for  the  stockholders,  but  one  which  the 
Constitution  does  not  require  to  be  remedied  by  imposing  unjust 
burdens  upon  the  public. 

This,  however,  is  but  one  side  of  what  is  in  fact  a  triangular 
problem. 

Another  side  of  the  problem  is  that  the  state  cannot  lawfully 
require  a  public  utility,  when  charging  only  such  rates  for 
service  as  are  just  to  the  public,  to  submit  to  such  further 
reduction  of  rates  as  will  prevent  it  from  keeping  its  property 
in  proper  repair,  and  from  earning  any  dividends  whatever  for 
stockholders;  and  that  consequently  rates  for  service  established 
by  the  states  must  be  such  as  are  just  both  to  the  utility  and  the 
public  under  the  circumstances  of  each  particular  case. 

The  third  side  of  the  problem  relates  to  the  broad  question  of 
public  policy  involved  in  the  making  of  rates.  By  virtue  of  the 
fact  that  this  company  has  a  practical  monopoly  of  the  telephone 
service  in  this  state,  and  the  general  public  is  wholly  dependent 
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upon  it  for  8uch  service,  such  general  public  is  directly  inter- 
ested in  the  ability  of  such  company  at  all  times  to  render 
adequate  service,  and  secure  funds  with  which  to  make  such 
improvements  and  extensions  to  its  service  as  public  conven- 
ience and  necessity  may  require. 

In  determining  the  maximum  rate  of  return  which  a  public 
service  corporation,  or  individual  engaged  in  a  public  service, 
should  be  permitted  to  earn  upon  its  or  his  investment,  there  are 
many  things  to  be  considered. 

In  the  first  place  due  consideration  should  be  given  the  legal 
rate  of  interest  in  the  state  in  which  such  service  is  rendered,  as 
well  as  the  cun-ent  market  rates  for  money,  and  the  customary 
rates  obtainable  on  investments  in  similar  business  enterprises. 
On  the  one  hand  it  would  not  be  reasonable  or  fair  to  require  a 
person  whose  money  was  invested  in  the  stock  of  a  public  service 
corporation  to  take  a  lower  rate  of  return  than  he  could  obtain 
upon  the  same  in  other  ordinary  lines  of  investment.  And,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  would  not  be  wise  for  the  state  to  place  such  a 
limitation  upon  investments  in  property  used  in  the  public 
service,  for  the  reason  that,  if  it  did  so,  no  one  would  invest  in 
such  enterprises  and  the  public  would  be  deprived  of  the  benefits 
thereof. 

For  much  the  same  reasons  the  character  of  the  business  con- 
ducted by  the  utility  should  be  considered,  more  particularly 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  risks  involved  therein.  For 
no  sensible  man  will  invest  his  money  in  a  hazardous  enterprise 
unless  assured  of  some  extra  compensation  in  consideration  of 
the  chance  he  takes  in  so  doing.  This  hazard  varies  greatly 
with  the  different  kinds  of  enterprises.  And  it  exists  to  a 
peculiar  degree  in  the  case  of  a  telephone  company.  All  of  us 
have  been  familiar  with  the  many  radical  changes  which  have 
been  made  in  telephone  service  in  recent  years.  We  began 
with  the  old  magneto  instruments  screwed  to  the  wall  and  served 
through  a  grounded  circuit.  We  now  have  the  common  battery 
oiBce,  the  desk  set,  and  the  metallic  circuit.  We  began  with 
poles  on  all  the  city  streets.  We  now  have  the  conduits.  Only 
a  few  months  ago  we  were  amazed  to  find  that  we  could  talk  from 
Baltimore  to  San  Francisco  over  wires.    A  few  weeks  later  wo 

found  that  we  could  talk  from  San  Francisco  to  Honolulu  with- 
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out  wires.  At  present  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  are 
invested  by  telephone  companies  all  over  the  country  in  the 
latest  type  of  switch  boards.  In  a  few  more  months  we  may  see 
the  automatic  switch  board,  which  will  replace  them  all.  All 
these  things  mean  risk,  hazard.  Some  of  them  may  mean  tre- 
mendous losses  in  capital  investment.  Others  may  mean  simply 
deferred  dividends.  But  they  are  all  to  be  considered  in  deter- 
mining the  fair  rate  of  return  to  which  the  person  who  has  his 
money  invested  in  the  stock  of  a  telephone  company  is  justly 
entitled. 

And  finally,  the  general  effect  of  the  rate  of  return  upon  the 
public  at  large  must  be  considered.  It  may  indeed  well  be  that 
a  rate  of  return  limited  to,  we  will  say,  6  per  cent  upon  the  invest- 
ment, would  not  result  in  a  confiscation  of  the  property  of  the 
utility,  but  if  the  result  of  confining  earnings  to  such  rate  would 
be  to  discourage  enterprise  on  the  part  of  the  owners,  or  to  make 
it  impossible  for  them  to  go  out  into  the  market  and  secure 
funds  with  which  to  make  necessary  improvements  and  exten- 
sions, the  general  public  would  be  the  first  to  suffer  by  the  fixing 
of  6  per  cent  as  the  maximum  return  to  which  such  owners  were 
entitled  upon  their  investment. 

As  was  80  well  said  by  former  Chairman  Laird  of  this  Com- 
mission in  the  opinion  filed  in  the  Gas  Company  Case  herein- 
before referred  to,  "It  is  enough  to  say  that  a  rate  that  barely 
escapes  the  level  of  confiscation  will,  in  a  short  time,  produce 
a  condition  of  squalor,  and  squalor  spells  inefficiency." 

All  these  problems  were  duly  considered  by  this  Commission 
in  its  opinion  filed  December  30,  1911,  in  a  case  in  which  the 
rates  now  charged  by  this  company  were  under  consideration. 
In  that  case  Chairman  Ambler  said:  "Considering  the  nature 
of  the  business  and  the  risks  to  which  it  is  subject,  and  guided 
in  a  measure  by  the  conclusions  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners 
of  Wisconsin  and  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  First 
District  of  New  York  on  the  same  or  similar  question,  we  are 
of  opinion  that  8  per  cent  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  return  on  an 
investment  in  telephone  property." 

For  the  reasons  above  stated,  this  Commission  still  feels  that 
a  maximum  permissible  return  of  8  per  cent  in  the  case  of  this 
company  would  be  fair  and  reasonable. 
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But  by  this  conclusion  we  are  not  to  be  taken  as  determining 
that  the  respondent  company  is  to  be  permitted  to  raise  its 
existing  rates  to  the  point  at  which  they  will  yield  an  8  per 
cent  return  upon  its  investment-  We  simply  determine  that  so 
long  as  the  company's  earnings  under  its  published  schedules, 
taken  as  a  whole,  do  not  yield  a  return  upon  the  fair  value  of 
its  entire  property  in  this  state  in  excess  of  8  per  cent,  said 
schedules  as  a  whole  will  not  be  reduced.  As  hereinbefore 
stated,  under  the  Public  Service  Commission  law  of  this  state, 
by  which  our  powers  are  governed,  we  must  reserve,  and  could 
not  surrender  if  we  would,  the  power  at  any  time  to  reduce  any 
specific  charges  for  service  which  subject  any  particular  person 
or  locality  to  any  unfair  prejudice  or  disadvantage,  or  which  are 
in  any  other  respect  unfair,  unreasonable,  or  discriminatory. 


WISCONSIN  RAIIiROAB  COMMISSION. 

PETER  B.  BOGART  et  al. 

V. 

WISCONSIN  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

ValuaH&n  —  Telephone    property  —  Depreciation    of    mibetaUons  — ^ 
Bel}uiU  inatrumenta. 

1.  A  present  value  placed  upon  certain  telephone  substations  for 
rate  making,  although  higher  than  the  application  of  life  tables  would 
warrant,  was  held  fair,  where  it  appeared  that  the  instruments  had  all 
been  rebuilt. 

Valtuition '^  Beproduction  coat  ^^  Unit  prices, 

2.  The  question  whether  a  utility  has  paid  higher  unit  prices  than- 
it  should  is  immaterial  on  the  issue  of  reasonableness  of  a  valuationr 
based  upon  prices  which  appeared  reasonable  to  the  engineer,  regard- 
less of  the  prices  actually  paid. 

Valuation '^Overhead  charges '^Blanket  alUmoance. 

3.  An  allowance  of  15  per  cent,  rather  than  20  per  cent,  was  held 
sufficient  to  cover  interest  during  construction,  contingencies,  engineer- 
ing, omissions,  taxes  during  construction,  etc,  ia  a  telephone  rate  yal- 
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nation,  it  appearing  that  the  appraisal  was  so  complete  as  to  reduce 
omissions,  contingencies,  and  incidentals  to  a  minimum,  and  that  in 
Wisconsin  taxes  are  levied  only  on  the  gross  earnings  of  telephone  com- 
panies. 
Vdltiatian -^  Telephone  plant '^  Duplication  of  facilities. 

4.  A  telephone  company  cannot  be  said  intentionally  to  have  caused 
wasteful  duplication  of  aerial  and  underground  leads,  where  it  appears 
that  the  duplication  was  in  a  rapidly  growing  part  of  the  city  and  at  a 
time  when  the  street  was  paved,  so  as  to  provide  for  an  underground 
lead,  and  where  other  minor  instances  of  duplication  were  no  greater 
than  would  be  anticipated  in  a  large  city. 

Depreciation'^  Accrued '^Method  of  estimating. 

5.  In  estimating  accrued  depreciation  in  a  rate  valuation,  the  Wis- 
consin Commission  will  not  resort  to  the  inspection  method  alone,  as 
the  use  of  life  tables  is  considered  preferable;  proper  recognition  being 
given  to  local  conditions,  such  as  standards  of  maintenance,  climatic 
conditions,  growth  of  the  community,  as  bearing  upon  probable  inade- 
quacy or  obsolescence. 

Taluation '^ Overhead   charges -^  Interest  during  construction'^  Ad- 
ditions. 

6.  An  allowance  may  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  interest  dur- 
ing the  construction  of  additions. 

Valuation -^Worlcing  capital -^  Monthly  hills, 

7.  A  substantial  allowance  for  working  capital  must  be  made  in  a 
telephone  rate  valuation  where  the  Commission  orders  the  company  to 
discontinue  its  practice  of  collecting  for  three  months'  service  in  ad- 
vance and  to  substitute  monthly  billings  therefor. 

Valuation -^  Ooing  vdlue -^  Absence  of  early  records, 

8.  It  cannot  be  assumed  from  the  fact  that  the  early  records  of  a 
public  utility  are  not  available,  that  its  earnings  have  been  high  enough 
to  cover  a  reasonable  allowance  for  operating  expenses,  including 
depreciation,  interest,  and  profits,  and  that  there  is,  therefore,  no  de- 
velopment cost  upon  which  to  base  going  value. 

Valuation  —  Going  value  —  Absence  of  records  —  Estimated  cost. 

9.  In  the  absence  of  early  records  of  a  public  utility,  estimates  of 
the  cost  of  reproducing  the  business  at  the  present  time  have  some 
evidentiary  value. 

Vaiuation  —  Going  value  *-  Reproduction  of  business  *-  Basis, 

10.  In  determining  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  business  of  a  tele- 
phone property  in  a  large  city  at  the  present  time  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  allowance  for  going  value  in  a  rate  case,  it  is  improper  to 
assume,  as  the  basis  of  the  estimate,  that  there  are  no  telephones  in 
the  city. 

Valuation -^  Going  value '^  Cost  of  building  up  organization, 

11.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  building  up  the  business  of  a  tele- 
phone company  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  an  allowance 
shall  be  made  for  going  value,  in  a  rate  case,  the  estimated  cest  of 
building  up  the  working  organisation  may  be  considered. 
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Depf'eciatian  —  Telephone  plant. 

12.  An  allowance  for  annual  depreciation  of  4.27  of  the  cost  of  repro- 
duction of  a  telephone  exchange  on  a  2  per  cent  sinking-fund  basia, 
although  deemed  reasonable  by  the  Wisconain  Commission  for  the  pur- 
pose of  cost  analysis,  was  declared  InsufBcient  as  a  practical  operating 
expense,  the  company  being  held  entitled,  for  that  purpose,  to  not  less 
than  5  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  physical  property. 

inU'Vcoi^orate  relations '^  Telephone  cotnpanies  ^^Reasonableness  of 
chiivyes  of  holding  company  for  services. 

13.  A  charge  against  an  operating  telephone  company  by  holding 
company  for  services  is  not  shown  to  be  u&reasonable  by  the  mere  fact 
of  the  community  of  ownership. 

intercorporate  relations -^  Services  of  holding  company '^  Reasfma' 
bleness  of  charges.. 

14.  A  4^  per  cent  charge  made  by  the  American  Telephone  &  Tele- 
graph Company,  a  holding  company,  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Com- 
pany, an  operating  company,  amounting  to  $1.46  per  phone  and  cover- 
ing various  engineering,  accounting,  l^al,  and  other  services,  and  all 
payments  for  instruments  furnished  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Com- 
pany, and  for  a  reserve  stock  of  instruments  for  storeroom  purposes 
not  in  excess  of  3  per  cent  of  the  total  amount  of  instruments  furnished, 
while  criticized  as  to  the  last-mentioned  item  and  as  to  other  minor 
details,  was  held  to  be  reasonable  as  a  whole,  and  not  to  contain  errors 
BufiScient  to  affect  a  rate  schedule. 

Return '^  Operating  expenses '^  Carrying  charge  by  supply  company. 

15.  An  agreement  of  a  telephone  company  with  a  supply  company 
by  which  the  latter  receives  a  certain  percentage,  above  actual  cost  of 
materials,  for  carrying  charges,  does  not  necessarily  operate  to  burden 
the  telephone  company  with  excessive  maintenance  costs  or  with  abnor- 
mal construction  charges,  since  it  is  reasonable  that  the  supply  com- 
pany should  be  compensated  for  carrying  stock  for  the  relief  of  a 
telephone  company;  and  the  question  is  not  material  in  a  rate  inquiry 
where,  if  the  entire  charge  were  eliminated,  the  effect  of  the  reduction 
would  be  negligible. 

Rates '^  Telepho7ies -^  Cost  of  the  service  basis. 

16.  A  schedule  of  telephone  rates  for  various  classes  of  service  may 
be  based  on  the  principle  of  the  cost  of  the  service  although,  by  reason 
of  the  peculiar  character  of  the  business,  this  principle  may  be  so  modi- 
fied as  to  permit  a  higher  rate  of  profit  on  some  classes  of  service  than 
on  others. 

Valuation -^ Cost  new  as  factor  in  determining  fair  value. 

17.  Tlic  cost  of  a  tcleplione  plant  now,  although  it  may  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  cost  analysis,  is  not  necessarily  the  fair  value  of  the 
property,  since  cost  is  only  one  of  the  elements  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  fixing  the  fair  value. 

Hates '^  Telephones -- Basis  for  obtaining  cost  of  servi€!e. 

18.  In  making  use  of  the  result  of  a  cost  analysis  to  formulate  a 
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rate  schedule,  where  the  analysis  is  based  upon  the  cost  of  the  plant 
new  rather  than  its  fair  value,  one  of  the  modifications  of  the  cost  of 
may  class  of  service  as  shown  must  be  a  modification  on  account  of  the 
difference  existing  between  cost  new  and  fair  value. 

depreciation  ^  Sinking'fund  htisiS'^Cost  of  service  analysis, 

10.  In  determining  cost  of  telephone  service,  depreciation  was  com- 
puted on  a  2  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis  upon  the  cost  new  of  the  prop- 
erty, less  scrap  value. 

Metum^' Percentage'^ Cost  of  service  analysis. 

20.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  telephone  service  interest  was  computed 
at  7i  per  cent  on  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property. 

Bepreelation -^  Furniture,  tools,  and  teams  ^^  Cost  of  service  analysis, 

21.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  telephone  service,  no  allowance  was 
made  for  depreciation  on  furniture,  tools,  and  teams  where  they  were 
carried  on  the  books  of  the  company  as  a  direct  charge  to  various  clear- 
ing accounts. 

Apportionment  —  Telephone  expenses  —  Keapportionment. 

22.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  various  classes  of  telephone  service  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  reasonableness  of  rates,  the  Wisconsin 
Commission  apportioned  the  cost  among  the  various  classes  of  service 
and  reapportioned  in  certain  instances  group  expenses  allocated  to  a 
elass,  according  to  the  intercommunication  between  classes,  explaining 
in  detail  the  methods  employed  in  apportioning  the  various  items. 

Mates  ^  Tlieories -^  Cost  of  service  and  other  factors, 

23.  A  number  of  considerations  besides  the  result  of  a  cost  analysis 
enter  into  the  problem  of  revising  telephone  rates,  among  which  are 
the  value  of  different  classes  of  service  as  far  as  ascertainable,  and  the 
ooDunercial  aspect  of  each  portion  of  the  schedule. 

Bates  —  Telephone  —  Excess  radius  charges. 

24.  Excess  radius  charges  for  telephone  service  varying  for  one- 
party  lines  from  $7.60  for  the  first  quarter  mile  to  $108  for  the  twelfth 
quarter  mile,  for  two-party  lines  from  $3.75  for  the  first  quarter  mile  to 
$54  for  the  twelfth  quarter  mile,  and  for  four-party  lines  from  $1.88 
for  the  first  quarter  mile  to  $27  for  the  twelfth  quarter  mile,  were  held 
excessive,  being  out  of  proportion  to  the  increased  cost  incurred  by  rea- 
son of  such  excess  mileage. 

Payment  ^  Telephone  service  ^  Quarterly  hilling. 

25.  The  practice  of  a  telephone  company  of  collecting  its  bills  quar- 
terly in  advance  was  held  unreasonable,  and  the  company  was  ordered  to 
collect  monthly  in  advance  although  such  collections  would  involve 
some  additional  expense. 

Rates  —  Telephone  ->  UnlinUted  business  rate  —  Reiisondbleness. 

26.  An  unlimited  business  rate  of  $96  per  year  was  reduced  to  $87 
per  year,  although  the  cost  of  the  service  was  approximately  $75  per 
main  station  per  year,  it  appearing  that  about  30  per  cent  of  its  sub- 
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scribers  were  voluntarily  taking  this  needlessly  expensive  dmss  of  aerr- 
ice. 
Bates  —  Telephone  *-  State  and  class  uniformity, 

27.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  will  not  fix  a  uniform  rate  for  tele- 
phone service  for  the  state  as  a  whole,  or  a  uniform  rate  for  all  classes 
of  service  in  a  city,  since  such  uniformity  cannot  be  justified  eitiier  by 
the  cost  or  value  of  the  service. 

ICetum  —  Reasonableness  as  a  whole  —  Segregation  of  telephone  prop- 
erty, 

28.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  telephone  rates  for  a  givea 
city,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  will  not  consider  the  business  of  the 
company  in  the  state  as  a  whole,  but  will  give  principal  consideration 
to  the  cost  of  furnishing  service  in  the  city  as  related  to  the  revenue 
which  the  company  is  deriving  from  that  service,  although  some  con- 
sideration may  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  company  is  undertaking 
to  develop  a  comprehensive  system  of  telephone  service  in  the  state. 

Betum  —  Reasonableness  —  Factors  determining, 

29.  Returns  upon  the  investment  in  a  telephone  plant  should  cover 
the  cost  of  the  capital  necessary,  the  compensation  for  certain  risks 
such  as  are  not  covered  in  the  interest  charges,  and  the  cost  of  sudi 
managerial  expenses  as  are  not  included  in  the  operating  expenses 
proper. 

Betum '^Telephone  plant '^  Percentage '^  Efficiency  of  management, 

30.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  a 
telephone  company  was  held  justified,  particularly  in  view  of  the  un- 
usual efficiency  of  the  managemait,  and  of  the  peculiar  risks  of  the 
business. 

Bates  —  Nichel  class  of  telephone  service — Monthly  guaranty, 

31.  The  practice  of  a  telephone  company  of  applying  the  rates  for 
the  nickel  classes  of  service  in  the  form  of  a  monthly  guaranty  was  held 
reasonable. 

[April  18,  1910.] 

Complaint  as  to  the  alleged  unreasonableness  of  the  rates  of 
the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company.  The  fair  value  of  the  com- 
pany's property  as  of  January  1,  1916,  was  found  to  be  $5,350,- 
000.  After  an  elaborate  examination  of  the  costs  of  the  various 
classes  of  service,  the  company  was  ordered  to  discontinue  its 
present  rates  and  adopt  a  new  schedule  specified  in  the  order. 
Further  facts  are  stated  in  the  opinion. 

By  the  Commission:  The  complaint  in  this  matter,  signed 
by  Peter  B.  Bogart  and  thirty  others,  all  residents  of  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin,  was  filed  with  the  Commission  April  26,  1910.  Aside 
P.U.R.10I60. 
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from  the  customary  formal  allegations^  complainants  charge  (1) 
that  the  rate  for  unlimited  telephone  service  is  grossly  excessive, 
unreasonable,  and  unlawful,  and  contrary  to  sound  principles  of 
public  policy;  (2)  that  the  contracts  for  service  insisted  upon  by 
the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  as  a  condition  to  the  furnish- 
ing of  service  are  xmjustly  discriminatory  in  many  respects,  and 
unreasonable  in  their  provisions,  and  contrary  to  sound  principles 
of  public  policy;  and  (3)  that  the  company  has  for  years  past 
charged  grossly  excessive,  nnreasonable,  and  unlawful  rates  for 
the  furnishing  of  telephones  to  the  state  and  to  subscribers  within 
the  state,  and  has  thereby  collected  from  such  subscribers  and 
converted  to  its  own  use  vast  sums  of  money  which  it  still  retains, 
all  of  which  is  contrary  to  law  and  to  sound  principles  of  public 
policy. 

Complainants  ask  that  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  affairs 
of  thi3  telephone  company  be  made,  that  the  amount  it  has 
charged,  collected,  and  converted  to  its  own  use  in  excess  of  a 
lawful  amount  be  ascertained  and  d^ucted  from  the  present 
value  of  the  plant  to  arrive  at  a  basis  for  future  rates,  and  that 
an  order  be  entered  requiring  the  company  to  conform  to  new 
forms  of  contract  to  be  reqnired  by  the  Commission,  and  to  abide 
by  such  rate  changes  as  ordered  by  the  Commission. 

The  answer  of  the  telephone  company  filed  May  6,  1910,  de- 
nies all  charges  of  unreasonableness  in  connection  with  its  rates 
and  practices. 

On  October  12,  1911,  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  pursuant  to  a 
resolution  passed  by  its  common  council,  July  3,  1911,  inter- 
vened in  the  case  of  Bogart  et  al.  v.  Wisconsin  Telephone  Com- 
pany, asking  for  a  coinplete  investigation  of  the  company  by  the 
Commission,  and  that  an  order  be  made  that  the  company  sub- 
stitute for  its  unreasonable  and  unlawful  charges  auch  rates  as 
should  be  found  reasonable  and  just  by  the  Commission. 

Hearing  in  this  case  was  held  at  Milwaukee  June  15,  16,  17, 

18,  23,  and  24,  1915.    Appearances  were:    E.  H.  Hibbard,  on 

behalf  of  Peter  B.  Bogart  and  others  similarly  situated;  Max 

Schoetz,  Jr.,  Assistant  City  Attorney,  on  behalf  of  the  city  of 
P.UJ1.1916C.  %5 
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Milwaukee;  Miller,  Mack,  &  Fairchild,  by  Edwin  S.  Mack,  on 
behalf  of  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company. 

As  developed  at  the  hearing,  it  appears  that  the  chief  matters 
for  investigation,  aside  from  the  general  question  of  rates,  are 
the  company's  rules  requiring  payment  of  bills  for  exchange 
service  quarterly  in  advance  and  applying  the  rate  on  nickel  tele- 
phones in  the  form  of  a  monthly  guaranty,  instead  of  upon  an 
annual  basis.  Certain  other  rules  of  the  utility  were  also  sub- 
jected to  criticism,  but  they  need  not  be  enumerated  at  this 
point  We  may,  therefore,  turn  our  attention,  first  of  all,  to  the 
question  of  rates. 

The  present  rate  schedule  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange  of  the 
Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  is  made  up  of  charges  for  a  large 
number  of  classes  of  service,  which  need  not  be  included  at  this 
point.  Various  portions  of  the  schedule  will  be  discussed  in 
detail  later  in  this  decision. 

An  investigation  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  existing  schedule 
of  telephone  rates  involves  a  determination  of  the  fair  value  of 
the  property  used  and  useful  in  the  service  of  the  public,  and  of 
the  amounts  which  should  reasonably  be  allowed  for  depreciatior< 
and  for  interest  and  profits.  It  involves,  further,  a  determination 
of  the  reasonableness  of  reported  costs  of  operation  and  of  rev- 
enues of  the  utility.  After  the  valuation,  the  proper  allowances 
for  interest  and  depreciation,  and  the  expenses  and  revenues  have 
been  ascertained,  there  remains  the  task  of  allocating  and  appor- 
tioning expenses,  including  allowances  for  interest  and  deprecia- 
tion among  the  various  classes  of  service  differentiated  by  the 
rate  schedule  of  the  company,  in  order  that  the  cost  of  furnishing 
each  class  oi  service  will  be  obtained. 

VaiuatiofL 

The  determination  of  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  the 
Milwaukee  telephone  exchange  involves  a  consideration  of  the 
various  elements  which  have  repeatedly  been  held  to  have  a 
bearing  upon  the  value  which  a  regulating  agency  should  find  in 
a  case  involving  the  reasonableness  of  rates.  Among  these  ele- 
ments, there  are  several  which  need  particular  consideration  in 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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the  case  before  us,  and  which  were  the  subject  of  considerable 
testimony  and  of  a  number  of  exhibits  introduced  at  the  hearings. 
Among  these  may  be  mentioned  the  value  of  the  property  as 
carried  on  the  books  of  the  company,  the  cost  of  reproduction 
new  of  the  physical  property,  the  extent  of  accrued  depreciation, 
and  its  effect  upon  actual  value,  the  going  value  as  evidenced  by 
past  losses,  or  by  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  business,  and  the 
working  capital  which  should  be  provided  for  proper  conduct  of 
the  company's  business. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  case,  it  has  appeared  necessary  to 
confine  our  analysis  of  the  company^s  operations  principally  to 
two  fiscal  periods,  the  year  ended  June  30, 1912,  and  the  eighteen- 
month  period  ended  December  31,  1914.  The  first  of  these 
periods  was  chosen  because-  the  traffic  study  to  which  reference 
will  ba  made  later  was  made  in  the  spring  of  1912,  and  the 
second  period  was  used  because,  at  the  time  during  which  most 
of  the  analyses  in  connection  with  the  case  were  being  made,  the 
latest  available  financial  report  was  for  the  eighteen  months  men- 
tioned. As  shown  in  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company's  re- 
ports to  the  Commission,  the  investment  in  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  system  as  of  June  30,  1912,  was  $4,029,873.22,  aside 
from  its  proportion  of  $125,717.24  carried  as  property  jointly 
used  by  all  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  operating  systems. 
On  December  31,  1914,  the  corresponding  amount  was  $5,000,- 
704.15,  with  a  pro  rata  of  joint  property  amounting  in  total  to 
$151,971.77. 

A  valuation  made  by  the  engineering  staff  of  the  Commission 
showed  a  cost  of  reproduction  new  as  of  January  1,  1911, 
amounting  to  $3,835,522,  and  a  cost  of  reproduction  less  depre- 
ciation amounting  to  $3,030,813,  both  exclusive  of  pavement 
over  conduit  which  was  placed  subsequent  to  the  laying  of  the 
conduit.  Following  is  a  summary  of  the  engineers'  valuation  as 
of  January  1,  1911: 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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FINAL  SUMMARY. 
Revised  Valuati(m  January  1,  1911. 

B.P»c<.»c«onCo.t    fST&'aSr 

A  1— Central  station  lands  175,200  $75,200 

A  2-Other  Unds  28.100  28.100 

|10I,SOO   |U)i,100 

B  1— Poles  and  wire  supports  224.303  153.888 

B  2— Aerial   wire— rural    11,675  8,989 

B  2-       "         *'    -city   61,988  74.816 

B  2~Sul>scriber's  sta.  equip,  (drops)  city  107,864  71,985 

B  2-          *•               rural    ...  1,846  1,882 

B  8— Aerial  cable  369,945  294,226 

B  4— Underground  conduit— main  961,124  331,073 

B  4—          '*                   '*       -subsidiary  48,616  39.588     . 

B  4— Tunnel  and  city  Inspector  28.642  26,623 

B  5— Underground  cable  (house)    10.852  9.113 

B  6—             "               "       main  456,910  400,539 

B  5-             "               "       subsidiary  22,461  19,441 

B  5—             **              **       submarine  11,432  6.966 

B  6— Subscriber's  sU.  equipment— PBX   82,814  47,261 

86—          "                 ••              "             241.683  138,364 

6—          "                 "              *•        —Booths    ....  10,667  6,086 

B  6-          **                "             "       —Installation  121.181  66.913 

' 2,164,008    1.669.782 

C  1-Ezchange  buildlmn  346.679  307.929 

C  2— Miscellaneous  buildings  15.998  6.824 

862.677   31S.75t 

D  1— Exchange  equipment— central  office 525,698  391.865 

B    —General  office  equipment  35,801  25,844 

Fl— Paving    81.946  75.400 

-— --    81,946    — — ;  75.400 

Total  13.273.425  32,579,934 

Add  15%  (See  note  below)  491,014  386.840 

ToUl  13.764.439  12.986,984 

H  1— Distribution  system  supplies  140.863  140.868 

H  2— Central  plant  supplies  4.746  4.746 

H  3— General  office  supplies  1.928  1.894 

H  4— Miscellaneous  supplies  1,223  791 

Warehouse  3%  1,463  1,452 

60.213    48.736 

J        Nonoperatlng  property  including  15%  ....  3.510  1.228 

Use  and  repair  of  construction  tools 2.466  1,972 

Jumper  wires  14,886  11,108 

Total  13,885.522  13,030.963 

F  2— Pavement  now  existing  over  conduit  (Inc. 

15%)  224,528  206.566 

Note.— Addition  of  15%  to  cover  engineering,    superintendence,'   Interest  during 
construction,   contlngendes,  etc. 

Increases  to  property  since  January  1, 1911,  have  been  checked 
and  examined,  and  it  is  believed  that  the  charges  made  by  the 
company  can  be  accepted  as  reported,  as  the  policy  of  the  com- 
pany with  regard  to  charges  to  property  and  plant  appears  to 
have  been  conservative.  In  its  reports  to  the  Commission,  ad- 
ditions to  property  are  reported  for  the  years  ended  June  30, 
1911,  1912,  and  1913,  and  for  eighteen  months  ended  December 
31,  1914.  As  the  reported  additions  for  1911  include  additions 
made  during  six  months  prior  to  the  date  of  the  valuation  by  the 
engineering  staff,  it  has  been  impossible  to  check  jthe  value  exactly 
by  adding  these  reported  additions  to  the  engineers'  value.  How- 
ever, in  respondent's  exhibit  25,  we  have  a  statement  of  additions 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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to  plant,  acoordixig  to  calendar  years,  from  January  1,  1911,  to 
December  31,  1914.  The  total  of  all  additions  to  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  actually  charged  on  the  books  of  the  company  during 
this  period  was  $1,433,186.97,  which,  added  to  the  engineers' 
figure  of  $3,835,522,  would  indicate  that  the  reproduction  cost 
as  of  December  31,  1914,  was  about  $5,268,709,  including  prop- 
erty used  for  the  Milwaukee  exchange,  but  carried  on  the  books 
for  the  utility  as  a  whole,  and  not  covered  by  the  book  cost  of 
$5,000,704.15,  By  adding  to  the  cost  of  reproduction  as  shown 
in  the  engineers'  valuation  of  January  1,  1911,  the  additions  for 
1911  and  one  half  of  the  additions  for  1912,  we  obtain  an  ap- 
proximate cost  new,  as  of  June  30,  1912,  of  $4,318,533,  which 
is  comparable  with  the  book  value  of  $4,029,873.22,  except  that 
the  latter  amount  does  not  include  its  pro  rata  of  utility  aa  a 
whole  property. 

Objections  to  the  engineers'  valuation  by  the  city  related  to  a 
number  of  points,  chief  of  which  were: — 

1.  The  result  obtained  by  considering  64  per  cent  of  Grand 
Office  Building  as  chargeable  to  the  Milwaukee  exchange. 

2.  The  cost  new  less  depreciation  placed  on  certain  of  the 
older  types  of  substations. 

3.  The  value  placed  on  land  and  buildings. 

4.  The  unit  prices  paid  by  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company 
to  the  Western  Electric  Company  for  construction  materials. 

With  regard  to  the  first  of  these,  we  find  that  the  amount 
entered  in  the  detail  of  the  valuation  as  the  cost  new  of  the  entire 
Grand  Office  Building  was  in  error,  but  that  the  amount  charged 
to  the  Milwaukee  exchange  was  correctly  entered.  An  error  in 
the  cost  new  less  depreciation,  however,  was  found,  the  correction 
of  which  increased  the  present  value  $1,000. 

[1]  The  present  value  placed  on  certain  substations  seemed 
to  be  higher  than  the  application  of  a  life  table  would  warrant, 
but  the  testimony  developed  the  fact  that  these  were  all  rebuilt 
instruments.  The  present  values  included  in  the  engineers'  valu- 
ation are  therefore  believed  to  be  fair. 

With  regard  to  the  values  placed  on  land  and  buildings,  a 
number  of  assessors  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  were  called  as  wit- 
nesses, but  nothing  in  the  testimony  indicated  that  a  reduction 
P.U.RJ916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


lOoO  WISCONSIN  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

should  be  made  in  the  amounts  fixed  by  the  engineers  of  the  Com- 
mission as  the  cost  of  replacing  the  land  and  buildings. 

[2]  As  the  greater  part  of  the  material  used  by  the  Wisconsin 
Telephone  Company  is  purchased  from  the  Western  Electric 
Company,  a  valuation  based  entirely  upon  unit  prices  actually 
paid  by  the  telephone  company  would  be  excessive  to  the  extent 
that  the  relation  between  the  seller  and  the  purchaser  resulted  in 
the  payment  of  more  than  a  normal  price  for  material,  if  at  all. 
However,  in  making  up  its  valuation  of  physical  property  as  of 
January  1,  1911,  the  engineering  staff  has  applied  to  each  item 
of  the  inventory  a  unit  price  which  appeared  reasonable  regard- 
less of  the  price  actually  paid.  Whether  or  not  the  relations  b^ 
tween  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  and  the  Western 
Electric  Company  result  in  the  telephone  company  paying  more 
than  a  normal  price  for  material,  therefore,  is  not  a  matter  for 
determination  in  connection  with  the  valuation. 

On  the  part  of  the  telephone  company  very  little  evidence  was 
introduced  upon  the  question  of  the  engineers'  estimate  of  phys- 
ical valuation.  During  the  process  of  making  the  valuation  of 
the  physical  property,  conferences  were  held  between  the  en- 
gineers of  the  Commission  and  those  of  the  company,  and  a 
settlement  of  most  of  the  disputed  points  arrived  at.  The  atti- 
tude of  the  company  as  expressed  at  the  hearing  was  not  one  of 
acquiescence  in  the  physical  valuation,  but  was  rather  that,  as 
all  matters  related  to  it  had  been  gone  into  fully  with  the  Com- 
mission's engineers,  the  company  would  not  present  further 
evidence  as  to  the  unit  prices  used.  However,  it  should  be  noted 
that  in  making  up  the  final  valuation  which  was  put  in  evidence 
at  the  hearing,  a  number  of  items  which  the  engineering  depart- 
ment had  decided  to  include  in  the  valuation  had  not  been  in- 
cluded. Additions  to  the  cost  new  on  account  of  these  changes 
are:  Addition  to  value  of  Grand  Ofiice  Building,  $7,339,  ad- 
dition for  reel  injury  in  connection  with  cable  construction, 
$1,753,  pole  steps,  $696;  making  a  total  addition  of  $9,788, 
and  increasing  the  cost  new  as  of  January  1,  1911,  to  $3,845,310. 

[3]  Although  little  objection  was  made  by  the  company  to 
the  engineers'  appraisal,  as  far  as  the  detailed  valuation  of  phys- 
ical property  is  concerned,  objection  was  raised  to  the  allowance 
of  16  per  cent  to  cover  interest  during  construction,  contingen- 
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cics,  engineering,  omissions,  taxes  during  oonstruction,  etc. 
Exhibit  27  introduced  on  behalf  of  respondent  contains  a  resume 
of  the  matter  of  overhead  allowances  as  related  to  the  Milwaukee 
telephone  plant  The  testimony  of  the  engineer  of  the  Chicago 
Telephone  Company,  who  was  formerly  engineer  of  the  Wiscon- 
sin Telephone  Company,  also  bore  upon  the  question.  This 
testimony  and  respondent's  exhibit  27  contain  detailed  estimates 
of  allowances  which  should  be  made  for  overhead  construction 
expenses  as  follows: 

Engineering 5% 

General  supervision    2 

Omissions,  contingencies  and  incidentals 5 

Organization,  legal,  and  administration 1 

Interest  during  construction  12 

Insurance  during  construction  2 

Taxes  during  construction 2 

Total 29% 

The  allowance  claimed  by  the  company  for  construction  over- 
heads is,  however,  20  per  cent,  instead  of  29  per  cent,  as  shown 
by  the  detailed  estimates.  Apparently,  in  arriving  at  this  per- 
centage, there  was  no  scaling  down  of  individual  allowance  as 
covered  by  the  estimate  in  respondent's  exhibit  27,  but  the  total 
allowance  considered  reasonable  by  the  company  was  arbitrarily 
reduced  to  20  per  cent  for  purposes  of  this  case.  Inasmuch  as 
no  revision  of  the  details  has  been  submitted,  to  show  in  what 
proportions  the  various  elements  are  included  in  the  final  estimate 
of  20  per  cent,  it  will  be  difficult  to  present  here  a  full  analysis 
of  the  data  included  in  respondent's  exhibit  27.  There  are,  how- 
ever, oertain  features  of  the  exhibit  which  should  be  discussed. 

The  propriety  of  including  certain  overhead  construction  al- 
lowances must  depend  largely  upon  the  conditions  under  which 
valuation  work  is  done.  It  is  not  our  purpose  to  discuss  at  this 
point  all  of  the  elements  covered  by  construction  overheads,  but 
there  are  reasons  why  an  allowance,  more  conservative  than  that 
claimed  by  respondent,  is  considered  reasonable.  Among  the 
elements  for  which  a  more  conservative  allowance  is  considered 
fair,  are  omissions,  contingencies,  and  incidentals,  interest,  and 
taxes. 

The  proper  allowance  to  be  made  for  omissions,  contingencies, 

and  incidentals  must  be  determined  in  the  light  of  the  methods 
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used  in  making  the  appraisal.  In  this  case,  the  original  inven- 
tory was  prepared  by  respondent's  engineering  department,  and 
checked  by  the  Commission's  engineers.  Later,  it  was  carefully 
checked  by  respondent's  engineers,  and  the  only  omissicms  noted 
are  those  already  discussed,  amounting  to  $9,788,  which  have 
been  included  in  the  valuation.  Although  we  do  not  think  that 
the  appraisal  by  our  engineers,  as  it  is  now  before  us,  is  entirely 
complete,  we  believe  that  omissions  have  been  reduced  to  a 
minimum,  and  that  a  very  small  allowance  is  sufficient.  Under 
different  methods  of  valuation,  a  larger  allowance  might  well  be 
necessary. 

With  reference  to  contingencies,  somewhat  the  same  conditions 
exist.  Conferences  were  held  between  the  engineers  of  the  Com- 
mission and  respondent's  engineers,  and  we  believe  that  the  unit 
prices  used  in  the  valuation  as  submitted  to  the  Commission  are 
sufficiently  large  to  provide  for  contingencies  actually  met,  when 
taken  in  connection  with  the  allowance  included  in  the  15  per 
cent  overhead.  Although  it  is  not  at  all  impossible  that  if  the 
plant  were  to  be  entirely  rebuilt,  certain  contingencies  might 
arise  which  did  not  arise  ih  the  construction  of  the  existing  plant, 
it  is  equally  possible  that  the  element  of  contingencies  might  be 
less  important  than  it  was  in  constructing  the  existing  plant.  All 
things  considered,  we  believe  that  sufficient  allowance  has  been 
made  for  this  element,  in  the  engineers'  appraisal. 

The  company's  exhibit  27  contains,  in  its  detail,  an  allowance 
of  12  per  cent  for  interest  during  construction,  which  is  equiva- 
lent to  assuming  that  the  capital  required  for  construction  work 
would  be  tied  up  for  an  average  of  two  years.  Although  the  re- 
duction of  the  total  overhead  claimed  from  29  per  cent  to  20  per 
cent  must  materially  reduce  the  percentage  claimed  for  interest 
during  construction,  the  amount  apparently  embodied  in  the  com- 
pany's final  claim  is  in  excess  of  what  we  believe  to  be  a  necessary 
allowance.  Considering  the  fact  that  not  all  of  the  capital  would 
be  required  at  the  beginning  of  the  construction  period,  and  that, 
if  the  plant  were  actually  to  be  replaced,  portions  of  it  would 
undoubtedly  be  put  in  service  before  the  completion  of  construo- 
tion  work  on  the  entire  plant,  we  believe  that  the  allowance  for 
interest  in  the  15  per  cent  overhead  provided  for  in  our  engineers' 

appraisal  is  adequate. 
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Under  the  Wisconsin  law,  telephone  companies  are  taxable  on 
.  earnings.  The  contention  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  is  that 
no  allowance  for  taxes  should  be  included  in  construction  over- 
heads, because  no  taxes  would  be  payable  until  the  plant  was  put 
in  operation,  and  then  only  to  the  extent  of  a  fixed  proportion 
of  gross  earnings.  Bespondent's  exhibit  27  includes  in  the  29 
per  cent  an  allowance  of  2  per  cent  for  taxes  during  construction, 
although  this  is  probably  scaled  down  proportionately  in  the 
final  claim  of  20  per  cent.  We  are  not  aware  of  any  ruling  to 
the  effect  that  a  telephone  plant  in  process  of  construction,  but  not 
actually  rendering  telephone  service,  would  be  subject  to  taxation 
in  Wisconsin. 

Our  conclusion  is,  therefore,  .that  the  15  per  cent  allowance 
for  construction  overheads  as  included  in  our  engineers'  ap- 
praisal is  a  fair  allowance. 

[4]  Aside  from  questions  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  ap- 
praisal of  the  physical  property,  as  represented  by  the  cost  of 
reproduction,  a  number  of  questions  were  raised  which  need 
consideration. 

The  city  has  asked  for  an  investigation  of  the  extent  to  which 
aerial  and  underground  leads  are  duplicated,  and  an  inspection 
was  made  of  the  only  instance  of  such  duplication  cited  at  the 
hearing.  This  duplication  occurred  in  a  rapidly  growing  part 
of  the  city,  where  the  aerial  cable  installed  by  the  telephone 
company  was  still  in  good  condition  when  the  street  was  paved 
and  provision  made  for  an  underground  lead.  There  may  be 
other  minor  instances  of  such  duplication,  but  they  are  of  no 
greater  extent  than  would  be  anticipated  in  a  city  as  large  as 
Milwaukee.  We  are  unable  to  share  the  suspicion  that  the  com- 
pany has  intentionally  caused  wasteful  duplication,  and  there  is 
notihing  in  the  facts  of  the  situation  which  indicates  that  the  com- 
pany has  duplicated  its  facilities,  except  where  municipal  re- 
quirements made  such  action  necessary,  or  where  an  unusually 
rapid  growth  of  population  made  existing  facilities  inadequate 
before  they  were  worn  out.  Plans  for  construction  work  are 
very  carefully  made  by  the  company  in  co-operation  with  the 
staff  of  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company.  All  ele- 
ments which  will  be  likely  to  affect  the  demand  for  telephone 
service  in  any  part  of  the  exchange  area  are  studied  carefully  so 
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that  plans  for  the  development  of  the  plant  may  be  liable  to  the 
very  minimum  of  error,  and  on  the  whole  the  results  obtained 
appear  to  have  been  excellent 

[5]  The  cost  new  less  depreciation,  as  included  in  the  ap- 
praisal made  by  the  Commission's  engineers,  was  criticized  by 
the  company.  The  contention  of  the  company  as  developed  in 
its  exhibit  26  and  in  the  testimony  of  its  former  engineer  is  that 
the  extent  of  depreciation  should  be  determined  by  inspection 
rather  than  by  the  use  of  life  tables  or  other  methods  employed 
by  the  Commission's  engineers.  We  are  not  unaware  of  the 
shortcomings  of  a  life-table  method  of  determining  present  value. 
That  method,  when  used  without  recognition  being  given  to 
local  conditions  such  as  standards  of  maintenance,  climatic  con- 
ditions, growth  of  the  community  as  bearing  upon  probable 
inadequacy  or  obsolescence,  and  others  which  might  be  enumer* 
ated,  is  recognized  bb  imperfect  To  be  properly  applied,  the 
life-table  method  must  be  modified  at  many  points  by  the  appli- 
cation of  the  inspection  method.  By  the  inspection  method,  we 
mean  not  only  a  visual  inspection  of  the  various  parts  of  the 
plant,  but  a  study  of  all  conditions  related  to  its  operation  and 
maintenance  which  would  have  a  tendency  to  change  the  results 
of  a  strict  application  of  a  table  of  average  lives.  We  cannot, 
however,  subscribe  to  the  results  obtained  from  an  application 
of  the  inspection  method  alone,  as  explained  in  the  testimony  and 
in  respondent's  exhibit  26.  That  method  is  probably  of  value  in 
measuring  the  usefulness  of  the  equipment  for  the  furnishing 
of  service  as  of  the  date  of  the  inspection.  It  is  possible  that  a 
telephone  plant  which,  according  to  a  proper  application  of  the 
life-table  method,  is  in  70  per  cent  condition,  will  be,  for  example, 
in  90  per  cent  condition,  as  far  as  the  ability  of  the  plant  to 
render  service  at  the  time  of  the  inspection  is  concerned.  This, 
however,  does  not  mean  that  the  value  of  the  equipment  in  its 
existing  condition  is  actually  90  per  cent  of  its  cost  of  repro- 
duction. Any  item  or  all  items  of  equipment  may  be  practically 
equal  to  corresponding  items  of  new  equipment,  if  measured  by 
the  work  which  they  are  capable  of  performing  on  a  given  date, 
but  they  may  be  so  nearly  at  the  end  of  their  useful  life  that  only 
a  small  part  of  their  wearing  valne  is  left  As  one  line  of  evi- 
dence bearing  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  a  utility, 
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the  service  conditioD,  as  determined  by  applying  the  inspection 
method,  may  be  of  value^  but  it  cannot  be  substituted  for  the 
present  value,  when  that  value  has  been  ascertained  by  properly 
applying  the  life-table  method. 

Additions  to  the  property  from  the  date  of  the  appraisal  made 
by  the  Commission's  engineers,  January  1,  1911,  to  the  date  to 
be  used  as  a  basis  for  the  decision  in  this  case,  must  also  be  taken 
into  consideration.  It  appears  that  a  valuation,  approximately 
as  of  July  1,  1914,  should  be  used  in  this  case.  The  last  fiscal 
period  for  which  a  report  is  available  at  this  time  is  the  eighteen- 
month  period  ended  December  31,  1914.  Although  July  Ist  is 
past  the  middle  of  this  period,  the  conditions  as  of  that  date  will 
be  sufficiently  close  to  average  conditions  for  the  period  to  be  used 
for  purposes  of  the  valuation.  Following  are  the  additions  from 
January  1,  1911,  to  December  31,  1913,  and  one  half  of  the  ad- 
ditions during  1914,  as  shown  by  respondent's  exhibit  25: 

1911  $261,120.19 

1912 443,782.75 

1P13  360,895.55 

1014  (one-half)  183,694.24 

Total $1,240,492.73 

Added  to  the  corrected  cost  new  of  January  1,  1911,  this 
brings  the  total  cost  of  reproduction  as  of  July  1,  1914,  to 
$5,094,803. 

[6]  Exhibit  25  also  coutains  a  statement  of  additions  for 
1911,  1912,  1913,  and  1914,  with  3  per  cent  added  for  interest 
during  construction,  on  the  assumption  of  an  average  construction 
period  of  six  months.  The  attitude  of  the  company  on  this  was 
that  engineering,  supervision,  and  certain  other  construction  over- 
heads might  be  covered  by  the  additions,  as  per  books,  but  that 
interest  during  construction  had  not  entered  into  the  book  figures. 
With  3  per  cent  added  for  interest  during  construction,  the  ad- 
ditions would  be: 

1911  •. $268,096.04 

1012 455,702.58 

1913  372,183.57 

1914  (one-half)   189,696.23 

Total    $1,285,678.42 

This  amount  added  to  the  corrected  cost  of  reproduction  as  of 
January  1,  1911,  would  bring  the  total  cost  of  reproduction  as  of 
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July  1,  1914,  to  $5,130,988.  The  addition  of  3  per  cent  for  in- 
terest during  construction  is  not  without  justification.  Interest 
charges  are  not  covered  by  property  and  plant  additions  recorded 
on  the  company^s  books,  although  in  estimating  the  cost  of  repro- 
ducing the  property,  an  allowance  for  interest  must  be  made. 
Nothing,  however,  was  introduced  to  show  the  extent  of  the  in- 
terest charges  actually  incurred  in  connection  with  additions  to 
property. 

[7]  Working  Capital. — The  city  has  objected  to  any  allow- 
ance for  working  capital  on  the  ground  that  the  company  now 
collects  for  three  months^  service  in  advance.  Testimony  intro- 
duced, however,  indicates  that  on  the  average,  a  substantial  part 
of  the  quarter  has  elapsed  before  bills  are  paid.  Inasmuch  as 
the  order  in  this  case  will  require  that  quarterly  billing  be  dis- 
continued and  monthly  billing  substituted,  it  becomes  important 
that  a  sufiicient  allowance  for  working  capital  be  made.  The 
proper  allowance  for  working  capital  is  not  easy  to  fix.  The 
company  asks  for  an  allowance  of  $100,000  for  this  purpose,  but 
the  testimony  introduced  is  not  conclusive  as  to  the  reasonable- 
ness of  any  specific  allowance.  The  most  economical  operation 
of  the  telephone  utility  can  be  attained  only  if  the  utility  has 
sufiicient  capital  on  hand  to  enable  it  to  meet  its  obligations 
promptly.  Inasmuch  as  patrons  of  the  company  have  the  right 
to  expect  that  its  business  will  be  economically  and  efficiently 
managed,  the  company  has  the  right  to  a  return  upon  such 
working  capital  as  is  requisite  to  the  most  economical  conduct 
of  its  business.  We  are  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  a  somewhat 
smaller  allowance  than  that  asked  for  by  the  company  will  be 
sufficient  and  that  the  proper  allowance  is  between  $50,000  and 
$100,000. 

[8-10]  Ooing  Valine. — ^Upon  the  question  of  going  value, 
the  evidence  which  was  presented  at  the  hearing  is  limited  for 
the  most  part  to  estimates  of  what  the  cost  would  be  of  producing 
the  business  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange  if  there  were  not  a  tele- 
phone plant  in  the  city.  Respondent's  exhibits  29  and  30 
contain  estimates  of  such  cost.  In  exhibit  29,  the  assumption 
is  made  "that  the  plant  begins  operation  three  and  one-fourth 
years  after  the  commencement  of  the  undertaking,   and  that 

development  and  the  sale  of  service  take  place  during  the  pro- 
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(seas  of  construction;  and  .  .  •  that  the  exchange  is  fully 
developed  and  has  all  of  its  subscribers  obtained  and  connected 
in  a  period  of  five  (5)  years  from  the  commencement  of  the 
undertaking."  In  exhibit  30,  the  assumption  is  made  "that 
the  plant  is  completed  at  the  time  operations  are  started,  with 
the  exception  of  station  equipment  and  drop  wires,  and  that  the 
subscribers  are  obtained  over  a  period  of  five  years  after  the 
plant  is  completed  and  in  operation." 

Going  value  is  usually  held  to  represent  the  cost  of  the  busi- 
ness when  looked  upon  as  more  or  less  distinct  from  the  physical 
property  employed  in  the  service.  Its  extent  mostly  depends 
upon  the  actual  cost  of  such  business  and  upon  the  cost  of  repro- 
ducing it,  although  it  may  also  be  affected  by  many  other  factors. 
When  the  records  and  accounts  are  available  and  have  been 
properly  kept,  the  actual  or  original  cost  can  as  a  rule  be  deter- 
mined therefrom.  When  such  records  are  not  available  it  is 
necessary  to  be  guided  in  such  determinations  by  the  surrounding 
circumstances  and  by  the  probable  or  usual  experience  in  such 
matters.  The  cost  of  reproducing  the  business  is  always  a  matter 
of  estimates.  W^hile  some  of  the  methods  employed  for  this 
purpose  may  be  questionable,  there  are  ways  in  which  this  cost 
can  be  found  with  a  reasonable  degree  of  accuracy.  These  two 
classes  of  costs  when  properly  ascertained  constitute  important 
evidence  of  going  value.  While  they  cannot  always  be  closely 
followed  except  under  conditions  that  are  normal,  they  go  far 
in  showing  the  relations  that  obtain  between  those  who  furnish 
the  service  and  those  who  obtain  it. 

Although  because  of  changes  in  ovmership  and  other  causes 
the  early  records  of  the  plant  in  question  here  are  not  available, 
it  cannot  be  assumed  from  this  that  its  earnings  from  the  begin- 
ning have  been  high  enough  to  cover  reasonable  allowances  for 
operating  expenses  including  depreciation,  interest,  and  profits, 
and  that  there  is  therefore  no  development  cost  upon  which  to 
base  going  value.  Experience  shows  very  clearly  that  practi- 
cally all  utilities,  whether  situated  similarly  to  the  one  in  ques- 
tion here  or  not,  show  deficits  below  reasonable  returns  during 
at  least  the  earlier  years  of  their  operation.    While  in  the  instant 

ease  these  deficits  may  not  have  been  as  great  as  those  often 
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found  in  more  general  inquiries  upon  those  points,  we  have  no 
reason  to  think  that  they  did  not  exist. 

The  exhibits  presented  by  the  company  as  to  the  deficits  which 
would  be  incurred  if  the  business  were  to  be  replaced  at  the 
present  time  have  some  evidentiary  value  as  related  to  the  ques- 
tion of  going  value,  but  we  believe  that  the  amounts  shown  in 
those  exhibits  are  greater  than  any  allowance  which  can  be  made 
for  this  element  of  value. 

Whether  or  not  the  estimates  are  correct  as  applied  to  a  city 
as  large  as  Milwaukee  in  which  there  has  never  been  a  telephone 
exchange  is  hard  to  say,  for  a  condition  of  affairs  where  such  a 
city  as  Milwaukee  has  been  entirely  without  telephone  service 
is  so  far  removed  from  any  actual  condition  which  can  be  foxmd 
in  this  country  that  it  can  hardly  be  accepted  without  consider- 
able  modification.  The  history  of  most  telephone  plants  in  this 
country  has  been  one  of  gradual  growth  as  the  needs  of  the  com- 
munities for  telephone  service  have  increased.  There  has  no-  ?r, 
to  our  knowledge,  been  a  case  in  which  a  modem  plant,  sufiicient 
to  care  for  the  needs  of  such  a  number  of  subscribers  as  would 
constitute  a  well-developed  exchange  in  the  city  of  Milwaukee, 
has  been  established,  except  as  a  result  of  gradual  growth,  or 
except,  possibly,  where  it  had  to  enter  into  competition  with  an 
existing  plant.  In  a  case,  therefore,  where  the  only  evidence 
as  to  going  value  is  the  estimated  cost  of  replacing  the  business, 
we  do  not  think  it  does  very  much  good  to  imagine  that  the  busi- 
ness will  be  reproduced  under  conditions  which  cannot  possibly 
exist  in  a  modem  American  city. 

The  entire  theory  of  cost  of  reproducing  the  business  is  at 
best  speculative,  but  it  seems  to  us  that  if  it  were  conceivable  that 
the  plant  and  business  of  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  in 
Milwaukee  did  not  exist,  and  that  a  new  plant  were  to  be  built 
and  the  business  obtained,  the  demand  for  telephone  service 
would  be  so  great  that  a  large  part  of  the  business  would  be 
obtained  as  soon  as  the  plant  to  render  service  could  be  con- 
structed. To  secure  a  full  list  of  subscribers  would  perhaps 
require  a  number  of  years,  yet,  when  we  consider  the  rapid  rate 
of  growth  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange  during  several  years  past 
and  the  great  demand  for  telephone  service,  we  are  unable  to 
conclude  that  the  losses  which  would  be  incurred  in  reproducing 
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the  business  would  reach  anywhere  near  the  extent  estimated  by 
respondent.  Because  of  the  uncertainty  of  any  estimates  of  the 
cost  of  reproducing  the  business,  we  believe  it  unnecessary  to 
make  any  detailed  analysis  of  respondent's  exhibits  29  and  30, 
and  of  the  testimony  related  thereto. 

[11]  One  feature  of  respondent's  case  as  related  to  going 
value  which  we  think  has  considerable  merit  is  the  estimated 
cost  of  building  up  a  working  organization.  To  determine  the 
accuracy  of  respondent's  estimates  would  seem  to  require  a  long 
period  of  experience  in  the  development  of  the  telephone  busi- 
ness. Although  we  recognize  that  the  organization  and  training 
at  Milwaukee  of  a  force  to  carry  on  the  telephone  business  of 
that  city  would  involve  a  great  deal  of  expense,  we  believe  that 
this  is  one  of  the  ways  in  which  the  relation  of  the  Wisconsin 
Telephone  Company  to  the  Bell  system  might  be  beneficial  to 
the  Wisconsin  company,  by  keeping  such  expenses  down  to  a 
minimum.  Complainants  have  chosen  to  take  the  attitude  that 
the  claim  of  respondent  for  a  going-*value  allowance,  based  on  the 
cost  of  building  up  an  organization,  amounts  to  a  claim  of  a 
property  interest  in  its  employees.  Despite  the  apparent  serious- 
ness with  which  this  was  urged,  we  find  ourselves  unable  to  con- 
elude  that  the  company,  ad  far  as  concenm  the  principle  involved, 
is  claiming  any  more  than  what  is  generally  recognized  as  an 
asset  in  other  lines  of  business.  The  cost  of  establishing  a  busi- 
ness is  never  fully  met  until  the  working  organization  has  been 
built  up.  This  is  especially  true  where  the  business  is  one  which 
requires  specially  trained  employees.  Whether,  for  purposes  of 
this  case,  the  full  estimated  cost  of  building  up  an  organization 
should  be  allowed  is  another  matter.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  actual  history  of  the  exchange  whose  value  we  are  at- 
tempting to  find  has  been  one  of  gradual  growth,  both  as  regards 
the  physical  plant  and  the  extent  of  service  furnished,  and  as 
regards  the  organization  by  which  the  business  of  the  cotnpany 
is  carried  on.  As  a  matter  of  accounting  practice  the  cost  of 
building  up  the  organization,  except  for  that  part  actually  re- 
lated to  the  construction  of  the  telephone  plant,  has  been  charged 
to  current  expenses,  and  covered,  at  least  during  recent  years,  by 
operating  revenues.  The  development  of  the  organization  has 
been  so  closely  involved  with  actual  work  done  by  it  in  opera- 
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ting  and  maintaining  the  plant,  that  the  separation  of  the  recruit- 
ing and  developing  cost  from  costs  of  operation  and  maintenance 
would  have  been  impossible,  even  if  such  an  attempt  could  hav« 
been  considered  proper  accounting  practice. 

There  are  also  other  facts  and  conditions  that  indicate  that 
an  allowance  should  be  made  for  going  value  in  order  to  deal 
justly  with  the  utility.  These  conclusions  are  based  upon  care- 
ful studies  not  only  of  the  conditions  which  surround  the  plant 
in  question,  but  of  the  facts  and  conditions  that  obtain  for 
numerous  other  plants  and  utilities  both  in  and  outside  of  this 
state. 

Fair  Value, — In  this  decision  we  are  not  concerned  directly 
with  the  fair  value  of  the  property  as  of  the  present  date,  but 
rather  we  must  seek  to  fix  upon  an  amount  which  can  be  accepted 
as  the  fair  average  value  for  the  last  fiscal  period  for  which  we 
have  a  report^  i.  e.,  the  eighteen  months  ended  December  81, 
1914.  In  adjusting  rates  upon  the  basis  of  that  valuation,  it  is 
importaiit  that  the  relation  of  such  valuation  to  a  normal  valu- 
ation be  considered.  If  rates  are  adjusted  strictly  to  a  1914 
valuation,  and  if  the  valuation  of  the  property  during  that  year  is 
either  higher  or  lower  than  a  normal  valuation,  the  rates  based 
upon  that  valuation  will  be  too  low  or  too  high,  over  a  period  of 
years.  There  is  reason  to  believe  that  the  1914  valuation  of  the 
physical  property  is  below  a  normal  value.  Respondent's  exhibit 
14  shows  a  constantly,  though  not  uniformly,  decreasing  cost  per 
station  from  1907  to  1914,  with  a  slight  increase  to  1915.  In 
1907  a  rather  general  rebuilding  had  resulted  in  an  increased  in- 
vestment per  station.  Another  general  rebuilding  period  has  not 
yet  been  reached,  but  improvements  planned  for  the  immediate 
future,  such  as  the  rebuilding  of  the  Main  Office  Building,  will 
raise  the  unit  investment.  An  increased  number  of'  stations  will 
have  a  tendency,  in  turn,  to  reduce  the  unit  investment  at  some 
later  time ;  but,  as  the  business  of  constructing  telephone  plants  is 
known  to-day,  the  average  unit  investment  will  probably  be 
somewhat  above  the  1914  figures. 

Another  reason  for  expecting  a  higher  unit  investment  than 
that  of  the  1914  valuation  is  that  the  most  rapid  development 
of  the  business  in  the  well  built  up  portions  of  the  city  has  prob- 
ably passed.     Milwaukee  has  a  density  of  population  in  the 
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builtriip  area  rather  unusual  among  American  cities.  The  most 
rapid  growth  in  population  is  now  taking  place  in  the  outlying 
parts  of  the  city,  with  a  correspondingly  rapid  growth  in  the 
demand  for  telephone  service  in  those  districts.  The  distances 
which  the  company  must  build  lines  to  furnish  service  in  such 
localities  may  be  somewhat  offset  by  the  use  of  construction 
methods  which  would  not  be  suitable  to  the  more  congested  por- 
tions of  the  city.  On  the  whole,  however,  we  believe  that  the 
investment  as  it  stood  in  1914  and  the  cost  of  reproduction  as  of 
the  same  time  were  below  their  normal  level. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  uniform  classification  of  accounts, 
the  company  reports  its  balance  sheet  items,  with  the  exception 
of  property  and  plant,  for  the  utility  as  a  whole.  The  balance 
sheet  embodied  in  its  last  report  shows  a  cost  of  plant  of  $14,- 
186,126.61  for  the  entire  state  with  a  depreciation  reserve  of 
$4,399,642.83.  In  connection  with  our  audit  of  the  accounts  of 
the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  as  related  to  its  Milwaukee 
exchange,  an  analysis  was  made  of  the  depreciation  and  the 
depreciation  reserve  accounts  for  the  period  from  January  1, 
1901,  to  December  31,  1914.  During  the  earlier  part  of  this 
period  the  practice  of  the  company  was  to  set  aside  amounts  to 
cover  both  current  maintenance  and  depreciation.  The  amounts 
not  required  for  current  maintenance  remained  as  a  reserve  for 
depreciation.  Leaving  out  of  consideration  current  mainten- 
ance charges,  we  find  the  total  set  aside  for  depreciation  during 
this  period  to  have  been  $2,821,871.43.  Eeconstruction  charges 
against  this  were  $597,139.37,  leaving  a  balance  credited  to 
depreciation  reserve  of  $1,724,782.06.  The  difference  between 
the  cost  new  and  the  present  value  of  the  appraisal  of  January  1, 
1911,  was  $804,709.  The  reserve  which  had  been  built  up  by 
that  time,  starting  with  1901,  was  between  $700,000  and  $800,- 
000.  Since  January  1,  1911,  the  amounts  set  aside  for  depre- 
ciation have  been  laige  enough  to  bring  the  reserve  at  least  up 
to  the  difference  between  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  and  the 
cost  of  reproduction  new  less  depreciation. 

On  behalf  of  the  company,  testimony  was  introduced  to  the 

effect  that  $8,000,000  would  be  a  fair  value.    It  is  not  necessary 

to  review  this  part  of  the  testimony  at  any  length.  The  method 
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of  valuation  used  by  the  witness  in  question  was  not  such  as  can 
be  accepted  as  having  much  bearing  on  this  case. 

From  all  the  facts  and  evidence  in  the  case^  it  appears  to  us 
that  the  fair  value  of  the  property  and  business  involved  herein 
would  be  fixed  at  about  $5,360,000  as  of  January  1,  1915. 

Income  Accov/nts. 

Before  we  proceed  to  a  consideration  of  the  income  accounts  of 
the  Milwaukee  exchange,  it  may  be  well  to  explain  briefly  some 
of  the  circumstances  and  conditions  which  have  an  effect  upon 
the  income  accounts.  An  audit  of  the  records  in  the  office  of 
the  auditor  of  disbursements  was  made  by  the  Commission's 
accountants,  for  the  year  ended  June  30,  1912.  That  year  was 
chosen  because  the  traffic  study  was  taken  during  the  spring  of 
1912,  and  in  making  our  cost  analysis  it  was  important  to  have 
financial  data  of  about  the  same  data. 

Without  explaining  in  detail  the  methods  used  in  arriving  at 
the  expenses  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange,  it  may  be  said  that  the 
expenses  may  be  classified  as  direct  charges,  and  charges  which 
are  common  to  Milwaukee  and  other  operating  units  and  of 
which  only  a  part  is  apportioned  to  Milwaukee.  Apportioned 
charges  may  come  from  three  sources.  They  may  be  an  appor- 
tioned part  of  the  expenses  of  the  Milwaukee  district,  which 
embraces  a  number  of  exchanges  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  state; 
they  may  be  an  apportioned  part  of  the  expenses  of  the  Wisconsin 
Telephone  Company  as  a  whole ;  and  they  may  comprise  part  of 
the  expenses  of  the  Chicago  offices  of  the  group  of  companies, 
made  up  during  1912  of  the  Cleveland,  Michigan  State,  Central 
Union,  Chicago,  and  Wisconsin  telephone  companies. 

In  addition  to  checking  the  expenses  reported  by  the  company 
in  its  1912  report  to  the  Commission,  an  examination  was  made 
of  methods  of  dividing  expenses  among  the  five  companies  then 
constituting  the  group,  and  among  the  operating  units  of  the 
Wisconsin  company.  We  believe  it  unnecessary  to  discuss  this 
in  detail.  Our  accountants'  report  contains  a  discussion  of  all 
essential  points. 

That  report  shows  total  charges  against  the  Milwaukee  ex- 
change of  $945,892.19  as  compared  with  expenses  of  $946,360.- 

37  reported  by  the  company.    The  difference  is  so  small  that  we 
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have  not  attempted  to  reconcile  the  results.  Our  auditor^s  report 
further  shows  adjustments  to  the  amount  mentioned  above 
amounting  to  $10,889.23,  which  would  reduce  the  total  charges 
to  $935,002.96.  Of  these  adjustments  $5,576.21  consisted  of 
charges  to  general  expenses  on  account  of  the  traffic  study  taken 
in  connection  with  this  case.  It  is  our  understanding  that  this 
amount  is  not  the  total  cost  of  the  traffic  study,  but  we  have  not 
undertaken  to  pick  out  all  items  chargeable  to  other  accounts. 
It  is  true  that  the  expense  of  the  traffic  study  is  not  altogether  a 
normal  expense,  but  for  the  purpose  of  our  cost  analysis  which  is 
discussed  later,  we  have  included  this  $5,676.21,  as  our  aim  has 
been  to  deal  with  actual  expenses  in  that  analysis. 

The  other  adjustments,  amounting  to  $5,813.02,  will  perhaps 
be  best  explained  by  quoting  the  following  extract  from  our 
auditor's  report:  "As  stated  before,  certain  items  were  charged 
directly  to  the  accounts  of  the  exchanges,  and  others  were  placed 
in  a  miscellaneous  account  for  the  state  as  a  whole.  It  was, 
therefore,  necessary  to  prorate  the  miscellaneous  over  the  various 
exchanges.  This  was  done  monthly.  Up  to  December,  1911, 
the  prorating  was  done  for  the  month  within  which  the  miscel- 
laneous charges  were  incurred.  Beginning  with  December,  1911, 
the  Milwaukee  exchange  was  used  as  the  center  for  clearing  the 
miscellaneous  charges.  According  to  this  practice,  the  Milwau- 
kee exchange  was  charged  for  the  entire  miscellaneous  for  the 
state  as  a  whole  for  December.  In  January,  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  was  charged  for  the  January  miscellaneous  for  the 
state  as  a  whole,  and  credited  with  the  total  December  miscel- 
laneous. Milwaukee  was  also  charged  in  January  for  its  pro- 
portion of  the  December  miscellaneous  after  the  prorating  had 
been  done.  The  effect  of  using  the  Milwaukee  exchange  as  the 
center  for  clearing  all  miscellaneous  charges  for  the  state  as  a 
whole  was  to  burden  the  Milwaukee  exchange  to  a  certain  extent. 
The  final  effect  of  this  procedure  was  to  excessively  charge  the 
Milwaukee  exchange  by  an  amount  equal  to  the  total  miscel- 
laneous for  the  state  as  a  whole  for  June  less  the  June  mis- 
cellaneous proportion  properly  chargeable  to  Milwaukee  as  its 
share  of  these  expenses.  .  •  .  The  total  adjustments  show 
that  this  procedure  burdened  the  Milwaukee  exchange  by  $5,- 
313.02  for  the  year  under  consideration.^' 
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Under  the  circumstanceB  as  set  forth  in  our  auditor's  report, 
we  believe  that  the  expenses  of  $945,892.19  should  be  reduced 
by  $5,313,02,  leaving  a  total  of  $940,579.17.  This  reduction 
does  not  take  into  consideration  any  change  in  items  of  operating 
expense  which  may  be  improper  in  amount  as  charges  against 
the  Milwaukee  exchange,  although  entered  on  the  books  of  the 
company  in  accordance  with  correct  accounting  principles.  The 
principal  items  to  be  considered  are  the  amount  which  should  be 
set  aside  to  provide  for  depreciation  of  the  property,  the  payment 
made  by  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  to  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company ;  and  the  carrying  charge  made 
by  the  Western  Electric  Company  for  materials  used  in  operating 
and  maintaining  the  plant. 

[12]  Depreci<Uion. — The  total  charges  during  the  year  ended 
June  30,  1912,  on  account  of  depreciation  were  $249,472.25, 
which  amount  is  about  6.07  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  reproduction 
of  all  physical  property  of  the  exchange  as  of  January  1,  1912, 
including  land  and  materials  and  supplies.  In  order  to  measure 
as  closely  as  possible  the  reasonableness  of  any  allowance  to  be 
made  for  depreciation,  it  became  necessary  to  compute  the 
amount  which  would  be  required  to  replace  the  property  at  the 
end  of  its  useful  life,  it  being  assumed  that  amounts  reserved  for 
depreciation  will  be  able  to  earn  an  average  interest  rate  of  2 
per  cent  per  year.  In  computing  this  amount,  the  life  which 
was  considered  reasonable  in  computing  the  cost  new  less  depre- 
ciation, in  establishing  the  valuation  of  the  physical  property  as 
of  January  1,  1911,  was  used  for  each  group  of  depreciable 
property  to  be  provided  for  by  a  depreciation  reserve. 

The  wearing  value  or  extent  of  possible  depreciation  was  ob- 
tained by  deducting  from  the  cost  new  the  scrap  value  assigned 
to  the  class  of  property  in  question  in  the  engineers'  appraisal* 
Then  the  amount  to  be  reserved  each  year  on  a  2  per  cent  sinking- 
fund  basis  to  establish  a  reserve  equal  to  the  cost  new  of  the 
depreciable  portion  of  the  property  in  that  group  by  the  end  of 
its  useful  life  was  determined.  The  sum  of  the  amounts  so 
obtained  for  all  classes  of  depreciable  property  not  otherwise 
provided  for  made  up  the  total  amount  which  would  have  been 
required  annually  if  the  2  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis  had  been 

accepted.    Based  upon  the  valuation  as  of  January  1,  1911,  thift 
P.U.R.1936C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


BOGART  V.  WISCONSIN  TELEPH.  CO.  1046 

amount  would  have  been  $163,252,  which,  assuming  the  2  per 
cent  sinking-fund  method  to  have  been  proper,  and  that  cost  new, 
scrap  values,  and  probable  lives  of  equipment  were  correct,  would 
have  been  an  adequate  amount  to  have  been  reserved  for  the  year 
ended  June  30,  1911. 

In  connection  with  the  cost  analysis  which  will  be  explained 
later,  the  cost  of  reproduction  was  brought  up,  as  nearly  as 
practicable,  to  May  1,  1912,  in  order  to  have  the  date  of  the 
valuation  agree  practically  with  the  date  of  the  traffic  study. 
Based  upon  the  approximate  valuation  as  of  May  1,  1912,  the 
amount  which  would  have  been  required  annually  for  deprecia- 
tion, on  a  2  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis,  was  $181,620.83.  For 
the  valuation  as  of  July  1,  1914,  the  amount  which  would  have 
been  required  for  the  eighteen-month  period  was  $326,249.82. 
Any  changes  in  the  valuations  and  the  rate  of  depreciation  thereon 
would,  of  course,  change  these  figures.  In  matters  relating  to 
depreciation,  the  conditions  for  individual  plants  are  apt  to  vary 
a  great  deal  from  the  average  conditions  for  several  plants. 

For  the  purposes  of  cost  analysis  we  have  thus  used  an  allow- 
ance for  depreciation  as  explained  above,  which  amounts  to  about 
4.27  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  the  exchange.  It 
should  be  made  clear,  however,  that  this  allowance  may  not  be 
adequate  for  all  the  purposes  for  which,  over  a  period  of  years, 
a  reserve  for  depreciation  will  be  necessary.  A  depreciation  rate 
of  4.27  per  cent  makes  no  allowance  for  deviations  from  average 
lives  of  equipment  which  may  increase  the  demands  made  upon 
the  reserve,  nor  does  it  fully  protect  the  utility  against  extraordi- 
nary or  special  hazards,  such  as  sleet  storms  or  other  severe 
storms  which  may  and  frequently  do  make  the  actual  useful  life 
of  telephone  equipment  in  a  particular  locality  much  less  than 
the  life  which  may  be  expected  if  average  conditions  prevail  at 
every  point. 

Such  an  allowance,  moreover,  though  it  may  be  strictly  accu- 
rate when  applied  to  average  conditions,  does  not  make  full  pro- 
vision for  such  amortization  costs  as  must  be  borne  by  a  telephone 
utility  in  a  locality  where  the  growth  of  the  city  necessitates 
changing  portions  of  the  distribution  system  from  overhead  to 
underground,  in  which  cases  much  property  may  have  to  be  dis- 
carded before  the  end  of  its  normal  life.  For  these  reasons  the 
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allowance  for  depreciation  as  used  in  the  cost  analysis  is  less 
than  the  allowance  which  the  requirements  of  the  service  make 
necessary  as  a  practical  operating  allowance.  The  fair  annual 
allowance  to  be  made  for  depreciation  is,  therefore,  not  less  than 
6  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  physical  property. 

[13]  Payments  to  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Comr 
pany. — The  payments  made  by  respondent  to  the  American  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Company  were  criticized  severely  at  the  time 
of  the  hearing  and  in  the  brief  filed  on  behalf  of  the  city  of  Mil- 
waukee. It  appears  to  us  that  two  important  considerations  enter 
here.  If  such  information  were  available,  we  should  know  what 
the  service  is  worth  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company,  and 
what  it  costs  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company. 
It  does  not  appear  practical  to  measure  with  exactness  the  value 
of  the  service  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company.  Value  is 
a  relative  term,  not  only  when  used  in  connection  with  the  charges 
made  by  a  public  utility  for  service  rendered  to  the  public,  but 
also  when  used  in  reference  to  the  charges  made  to  a  public 
utility  for  service  rendered  to  it.  Assuming  that  the  service  is 
of  some  value  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company,  there  are 
several  measures  of  value  which  might  be  applied,  none  of  which, 
however,  will  entirely  suffice.  We  might  seek  to  determine,  for 
example,  whether  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  might 
better  dispense  with  the  service  entirely,  whether  it  could  furnish 
equivalent  service  at  less  cost  by  relying  on  its  own  efforts,  and 
whether,  assuming  that  the  service  rendered  by  the  holding  com- 
pany were  to  be  discontinued,  an  organization  of  telephone 
companies  might  not  be  formed  to  furnish  such  service  at  less 
than  the  present  cost. 

With  regard  to  the  first  of  these,  we  may  say  that  the  facts 
before  us  hardly  indicate  that  the  cost  of  the  service  is  such  a 
burden  upon  the  Wisconsin  company  as  should  be  removed, 
even  at  the  cost  of  dispensing  entirely  with  the  service.  No  one 
can  be  insensible  to  the  immense  value  to  the  operating  com- 
panies which  attaches  to  service  such  as  that  furnished  to  the 
Wisconsin  company  by  the  American  company.  If  the  operating 
companies  of  the  Bell  system  were  independent  of  any  common 
control,  and  there  were  no  other  available  method  of  securing 
such  service  as  that  now  furnished  by  the  American  company^ 
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we  doubt  very  seriouBly  whether  we  would  be  justified  in  hold- 
ing unreasonable  an  agreement  which  would  give  the  Wisconsin 
company  the  service  it  now  enjoys  at  a  cost  equal  to  what  it 
now  pays. 

On  the  second  point,  it  may  be  said  that  we  have  not  been  able 
to  discover  that  the  Wisconsin  company,  by  using  its  own  organi- 
zation, could  supply  equivalent  service  at  a  less  cost.  Even  aside 
from  the  question  of  cost,  there  are  considerations  of  uniformity 
and  standardization  which  are  important  in  relation  to  the  de- 
velopment of  a  universal  telephone  service,  and  which  could 
hardly  be  met  by  the  subsidiaries  of  the  American  company  act- 
ing independently,  and  which  we  believe  to  be  of  such  great 
importance  that  the  furnishing  of  the  service  by  the  Wisconsin 
company  to  itself  is  out  of  the  question. 

The  services  furnished  by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  to  its  associated  companies  are  divisible  into  two  gen- 
eral groups,  one  of  which  relates  to  the  furnishing  of  receivers, 
transmitters,  and  induction  coils  and  labor  and  materials  for 
repairing  such  parts,  and  the  other  to  various  services  along 
engineering,  accounting,  legal,  traffic,  and  other  lines.  The  chief 
engineer  of  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  testi- 
fied at  considerable  length  as  to  the  value  to  the  Wisconsin  com- 
pany of  the  services  in  question.  Although  we  deem  it  unneces- 
sary to  review  his  testimony  in  any  detail,  a  great  deal  of  weight 
may  reasonably  be  attached  to  it.  Testimony  was  also  intro- 
duced to  show  that  companies  in  which  the  Bell  system  has  only 
a  minority  interest  have  in  some  cases  accepted  the  4J  per  cent 
agi-eenient. 

In  some  of  the  investigations  of  this  agreement  which  have 
been  conducted,  investigators  seem  to  have  lost  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  furnishing  and  repairing  of  instrument  parts  is  not  the 
only  valuable  service  supplied  to  the  associated  companies.  In 
others,  there  seems  to  have  been  an  assumption  that  the  agree- 
ment would  necessarily  be  unreasonable  because  of  the  control 
of  the  associated  companies  by  the  American  company.  In  cases 
where  investigators  have  failed  to  consider  services  other  than 
the  fumi^lnng  of  instrument  parts,  we  think  it  is  clear  that  they 
may  not  have  made  sxifficient  allowance  for  reasonable  payments 
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been  recommended,  the  facts  submitted  as  the  basis  for  such 
reductions  are  rather  meager. 

The  assumption  not  only  of  the  complainants  in  this  case,  but 
of  some  of  those  who  have  investigated  the  4^  per  cent  agreement, 
seems  to  have  been  that  any  agreement  of  this  kind  must  be  unrea- 
sonable because  of  the  relations  existing  between  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  and  its  associated  companies. 
It  is  our  opinion  that  the  community  of  ownership  of  the  com- 
panies comprising  the  Bell  system  does  not,  in  itself,  prove  the  un- 
reasonableness of  any  intercorporate  agreements  which  they  have. 
However,  because  any  excessive  charges  which  may  be  made  to 
the  Wisconsin  company  by  the  American  company  will  have 
their  effect  upon  rates  of  the  Wisconsin  company,  it  becomes 
necessary  not  to  prejudge  the  case,  but  to  investigate  the  agree- 
ment in  the  light  of  all  available  facts  to  determine,  first,  whether 
or  not  it  is  unreasonable,  and,  second,  the  extent  of  any  unreason- 
ableness which  may  be  found. 

[14]  In  the  first  place,  it  is  important  that  we  have  clearly 
before  us  just  what  is  covered  by  the  4^  per  cent  charge.  This 
covers  various  engineering,  accounting,  legal,  and  other  services, 
the  cost  value  of  which  is  hard  to  determine,  and  all  the  payment 
for  instruments  furnished  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company 
and  for  a  reserve  stock  of  instruments  for  storeroom  purposes 
not  in  excess  of  3  per  cent  of  the  total  number  of  instruments 
furnished. 

As  the  testimony  of  the  company's  principal  witness  on  the 
question  of  the  4^  per  cent  charge  dealt  specifically  with  the 
year  1914,  we  will  make  our  analysis  of  the  situation  upon  the 
basis  of  that  year.  According  to  the  testimony  of  the  chief 
engineer  of  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  the 
average  number  of  instruments  in  the  hands  of  the  Wisconsin 
company,  including  those  in  reserve  for  that  company,  during 
1914,  was  194,416  sets.  The  witness  assumed  a  cost  per  set  of 
$3,  although  he  stated  that  the  price  in  the  market  would 
average  $3.22.  He  estimated  that  depreciation,  administration, 
return  on  investment,  and  reserve  for  contingencies  will  amount 
to  21  per  cent  or  63  cents  per  set  of  instruments,  making  a  total 
of  $122,481.  The  cost  of  repairing  done  by  the  American  com- 
pany brings  this  total  to  $131,679,  which  the  witness  apparently 
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considers  a  fair  payment  for  the  use  of  instruments,  and  which, 
when  deducted  from  the  amount  paid  for  these  services  for  the 
year,  leaves  $57,702.84  for  the  state  as  a  whole,  to  pay  for  other 
services. 

The  estimate  of  cost  per  set  of  instruments  for  fixed  charges 
and  repairs  as  made  by  the  witness  appears  to  be  higher  than 
should  be  adopted.  Comparative  prices  of  receivers,  transmit- 
ters, and  induction  coils  indicate  that  the  average  cost  of  such 
instruments  is  about  $3.20  per  set.  Even  if  we  adopt  this  figure 
instead  of  the  $3  value  used  by  the  witness,  an  allowance  of  60 
cents  per  instrument  per  year  seems  entirely  adequate  to  cover 
fixed  charges  and  repairs,  and  a  reasonable  allowance  for  admin- 
istration and  contingencies. 

!N^o  consideration  is  given  in  the  above  to  the  instruments  held 
in  reserve  by  the  American  company  for  the  Wisconsin  company. 
Provision  for  4,454  sets  to  be  carried  in  the  storeroom  of  the 
Wisconsin  company  would  seem  to  be  ample  to  meet  all  require* 
ments  except  in  case  of  extraordinary  contingencies ;  and  we  see 
no  reason  why  a  reserve  stock  of  instruments  should  be  provided 
when  this  policy  is  not  generally  followed  with  other  lines  of 
equipment.  If  reserves  proportionate  to  that  held  by  the  Ameri- 
can company  for  the  Wisconsin  company  are  held  for  the  other 
associated  companies,  the  total  reserve  would  be  enormous.  With 
other  kinds  of  equipment,  the  Wisconsin  company  claims  to  be 
able  to  rely  on  the  Western  Electric  Company's  manufacturer's 
or  jobber's  stock,  and  we  do  not  consider  the  inclusion  of  a  large 
reserve  stock  held  by  the  American  company  to  be  necessary. 

A  study  of  conditions  surrounding  the  4^  per  cent  payment, 
however,  leads  us  to  conclude  that  there  are  grounds  for  dividing 
between  the  operating  and  the  construction  accounts  the  amount 
now  charged  as  an  operating  expense  alone  of  the  Milwaukee  ex- 
change. The  total  amount  so  charged  amounted  to  about  $1.45  per 
telephone  for  the  period  under  consideration.  Of  this,  60  cents 
would  constitute  a  reasonable  payment  for  the  use  of  instru- 
ments, leaving  about  86  cents  to  cover  other  services  furnished 
by  the  American  company.  Part  of  the  services  furnished  by 
the  American  company  relate  to  the  construction  work  done  by 
the  Wisconsin  company,  and  part  to  the  operation  and  mainten- 
ance of  the  operating  system.    Although  it  is  not  easy  to  deter- 
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mine  what  proportion  of  the  payments  made  by  the  Wisconsin 
company  for  other  than  instrument  service  should  be  con- 
sidered as  payment  for  construction  service,  some  light  will 
be  thrown  upon  this  subject  by  a  comparison  of  the  obliga- 
tions incurred  for  construction  purposes  with  the  obligations 
incurred  for  current  operation  and  maintenance.  The  following 
figures  are  in  point: 


Additions  to 
plant 

Operating  and 

maintenance 

expense 

Year  ended  June  30,  1913 

,$327,808.36 
643,022.57 

$703,183.79 

18  months  ended  December  31,  1914  

1,182,792.69 

Total    

$970,830.93 

$1,885,076.48 

If  the  relative  costs  of  operation  and  maintenance  and  of  new 
construction  are  used  as  a  basis  for  prorating  that  part  of  the 
payments  to  the  American  company  which  covers  other  than 
instrument  service,  about  34  per  cent  would  be  treated  as  charge- 
able to  new  construction  and  66  per  cent  to  operation  and  cur- 
rent maintenance.  In  other  words,  of  approximately  86  cents 
per  phone  paid  for  other  than  instrument  service,  29.24  cents 
would  be  considered  as  an  expense  incurred  in  connection  with 
construction  work,  and  66.76  cents  in  connection  with  operation 
and  current  maintenance.  This  would  mean  that,  of  the  total 
payment  of  about  $1.46  per  phone,  practically  80  per  cent  would 
be  charged  to  operation  and  current  maintenance  and  20  per 
cent  to  construction.  This  indicates  that  of  the  amount  in  ques- 
tion under  existing  conditions  about  3.6  per  cent  should,  in  this 
case,  be  charged  to  the  operating  expenses,  while  about  .9  per 
cent  should  be  charged  to  the  construction  accounts.  An  appor- 
tionment of  this  item  on  some  such  basis  as  this  would  seem  to 
be  fair  under  the  circumstances.  Although  the  amount  used  in 
the  cost  apportionments,  as  chargeable  to  operating  accounts,  is 
not  exactly  3.6  per  cent,  in  general  the  division  has  been  made 
as  indicated  above. 

Whether  this  division  of  that  part  of  this  charge  which  is  not 
covered  by  rentals  is  absolutely  correct  cannot  at  present  be 
definitely  determined.  From  the  facts  and  conditions  involved, 
however,  it  appears  to  be  reasonably  dear  that  it  is  nearly  enough 
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accurate  for  most  practical  purpoees.  This  in  so  far  as  the  final 
xesults  are  concerned  would  also  seem  to  be  the  case  for  the 
entire  item  under  discussion.  As  alreadj  explained,  a  large 
proportion  of  this  chai^  consists  of  rentals,  the  fairness  of 
which  appears  to  be  established.  The  proportion  which  remains 
for  legal,  engineering,  accounting,  and  other  services  after  the 
rentals  have  been  deducted  is  comparatively  small.  It  would 
not  seem  to  be  large  enough  to  cover  up  material  errors.  Nor 
would  any  errors  of  this  kind  be  large  enough  to  affect  the  rate 
^schedule. 

[15]  The  Western  Electric  Agreement. — Complainants  feel 
that  the  agreement  with  the  Western  Electric  Company  by  virtue 
of  which  the  electric  company  receives  certain  percentages  above 
the  actual  cost  of  material  for  carrying  charges  operates  to  bur- 
den the  telephone  company  with  excessive  maintenance  expenses, 
as  well  as  with  abnormal  construction  charges,  as  already  men- 
tioned. In  the  brief  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  company,  the 
statement  is  made  that  the  total  of  such  percentages  for  the 
year  1914,  charged  to  maintenance  or  operating  expenses  of  the 
Milwaukee  exchange,  amounted  to  $825.53.  It  seems  reason- 
able that  the  Western  Electric  Company  should  have  compensa- 
tion for  carrying  stocks  of  supplies,  as  this  undoubtedly  relieves 
the  telephone  company  to  a  large  extent.  Even  if  the  per- 
centages were  to  be  reduced,  the  entire  charge  could  be  eliminated 
and  the  effect  of  any  reduction  would  be  negligible. 

Cost  Analysis* 

Before  we  can  be  in  position  to  state  what  adjustments  should 
be  made  in  the  schedule  of  rates  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange,  it 
will  be  important  that  we  ascertain  as  clearly  as  possible  the 
co0t  of  supplying  the  various  classes  of  service  furnished  by  that 
exchange.  It  will  not  be  necessary  here  to  explain  what  each  of 
these  classes  are,  as  a  number  of  them  are  minor  classes  of  rel- 
atively  small  importance.  Those  regarding  which  an  explana- 
tion is  necessary  will  be  discussed  later. 

Very  few  telephone  rate  schedules  appear  to  have  been  fixed 
as  a  result  of  a  complete  and  careful  analysis  of  the  cost  of  fur- 
nishing service  to  the  various  classes.  Some  of  the  principles 
involved  in  such  a  cost  analysis  have  been  discussed  by  this 
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Commission  in  its  decision  Re  St  Croix  Teleph.  Co.,  decided 
December  3,  1915,  P.U.R.1916A,  662.  The  conditions  prevail- 
ing  in  Milwaukee  are  not  precisely  similar,  even  aside  from  dif- 
ferences in  the  size  of  the  exchanges  to  those  outlined  in  the 
St.  Croix  Case.  One  of  the  important  differences  is  that  in 
Milwaukee  we  have  no  question  of  switching  service  to  deal  with. 
Another  very  marked  difference  is  that  the  number  of  classes  of 
service  furnished  is  much  greater  in  Milwaukee  than  in  New 
Richmond,  and  that  the  situation  is  further  complicated  by  the 
existence  of  numerous  private  branch  exchanges  and  by  the 
extensive  use  of  measured  service  and  nickel-in-the-slot  service 
in  Milwaukee,  as  well  as  by  the  use  of  the  trunking  system. 
Fundamentally,  however,  the  cases  are  not  unlike.  The  same 
classes  of  information  which  were  useful  in  the  New  Richmond 
Case  are  essential  in  the  case  now  before  us.  This  information 
includes  a  detailed  traffic  study,  a  carefully  detailed  distribution 
of  the  valuation  according  to  the  classes  of  service,  and  an  ac- 
curate record  in  as  much  detail  as  possible  of  the  operating 
expenses  involved  in  furnishing  service.  Other  information  is 
essential,  but  wherever  such  information  is  necessary  that  fact 
will  be  noted  in  the  discussion  which  follows : 

First  of  all,  therefore,  we  have  to  outline  briefly  the  nature  of 
the  traffic  study  which  was  made  in  connection  with  this  case. 
Observations  were  made  for  a  period  of  twenty-four  hours  for  a 
limited  number  of  lines  each  day  of  all  calls  originating  on  the 
lines  under  observation  and  the  disposition  of  such  calls.  When 
this  traffic  study  was  completed  for  all  lines  in  the  Milwaukee 
exchange,  the  information  obtained  was  a  complete  record  of 
twenty-four  hour  traffic  showing  for  each  call,  the  claas  of  serv- 
ice and  the  exchange  originating  the  call,  the  class  of  service  and 
the  exchange  with  which  it  terminated,  the  time  of  day  and 
whether  or  not  the  call  was  one  which  would  be  free  under  the 
measured-rate  schedule,  or  whether  it  would  be  a  "pay''  call. 
The  traffic  study  also  distinguished  between  trunked  and  local 
calls.  Because  of  the  physical  conditions  under  which  the  traffic 
study  was  taken,  toll  messages  terminating  in  Milwaukee  were 
not  recorded  at  the  time  of  the  original  study  during  the  spring 
of  1912.  A  separate  traffic  study  of  such  tolls  was  made  during 
1916  and  prorated  back  on  the  ratio  existing  between  the  number 
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of  phones  in  each  class  in  1912  at  the  time  of  the  general  traffic 
study  and  the  number  in  each  class  at  the  time  of  the  special 
toll  traffic  study.  In  the  traffic  study  of  1912  the  service  fur- 
nished by  the  Milwaukee  exchange  was  divided  into  about 
eighty  classes,  but  as  a  large  number  of  these  had  a  very  small 
development  it  was  considered  unnecessary  to  make  out  cost 
analysis  in  detail  for  the  80  classes.  Consequently  a  number 
of  the  smaller  classes  were  consolidated  by  grouping  classes 
which  were  substantially  similar,  so  that  a  total  of  about  forty 
classes  remained  to  be  dealt  with.  Even  among  these  forty  there 
were  a  number  so  small,  and  resulting  from  such  unusual  com- 
binations of  various  other  classes,  that  the  cost  resulting  from 
the  analysis  which  we  have  made  cannot  be  accepted  as  repre- 
senting the  normal  cost  of  such  classes  of  service  in  the  Mil- 
waukee exchange.  However,  we  believe  that,  for  the  principal 
classes  of  service  such  as  the  one-party  unlimited,  the  measured 
rate,  and  the  1,  2,  and  4  party  nickel,  business  classes,  the  1,  2, 
and  4  party  unlimited,  the  measured  rate,  and  the  1,  2,  and  4 
party  nickel,  residence  classes,  the  principal  private  branch  ex- 
change classes,  and  the  rural  class,  the  results  obtained  from  our 
cost  analysis  will  be  sufficient  to  serve  as  a  check  upon  the 
existing  rate  schedule  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange,  and  to  furnish 
us  with  a  guide  to  the  adjustments  which  should  be  made  in 
that  schedule. 

[16]  It  is  frequently  argued  that  the  cost  of  furnishing  tele- 
phone service  to  any  one  class  of  patrons  in  an  exchange  supply- 
ing service  to  a  number  of  classes  is  impossible  of  determination, 
and  that  even  if  such  cost  could  be  determined  the  results  would 
be  so  far  out  of  line  with  existing  telephone-rate  practices  as 
to  be  useless  as  a  foundation  for  a  schedule  of  exchange  rates, 
and  that  any  schedule  formulated  upon  a  cost  basis  would  be  so 
far  out  of  line  with  what  certain  classes  of  patrons  are  able  to 
pay  for  telephone  service  that  it  would  prevent  that  development 
of  the  business  which  is  essential  to  the  best  interests  of  both 
the  utility  and  the  public.  Although  our  investigations  into  this 
question  have  not  covered  a  larce  number  of  cases,  we  believe 
that  the  proper  application  of  the  principles  of  cost  analysis  to 
the  telephone  business  will  result  in  a  schedule  of  rates  for  the 
various  classes  of  service  which,  under  normal  conditions,  will 
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not  be  very  far  out  of  line  with  the  proportions  of  rate  schedules 
which  have  been  developed  as  a  result  of  the  experience  of 
operating  companies.  From  the  opinion  which  seems  to  be  very 
prevalent,  it  might  be  assumed  that  schedules  of  telephone  rates 
now  in  effect,  except  as  to  total  earnings,  are  not  adjusted  ac- 
cording to  the  cost  of  service.  It  is  probably  true  that  in  most 
cases  there  has  been  no  conscious  effort  to  determine  the  cost  of 
service  to  each  class.  The  effort  has  been  rather  to  furnish 
the  various  classes  of  telephone  service  at  rates  which  subscribers 
can  pay.  The  result  has  naturally  been  that  the  telephone 
companies  have  been  able  to  fumiah  higher  and  more  expensive 
classes  of  service  to  patrons  whose  necessity  for  telephone  service 
was  so  great  that  they  could  afford  to  pay  the  higher  rates  of 
the  schedule.  In  order  to  furnish  service  to  those  whose  re- 
quirements are  not  so  great,  the  companies  have  developed 
cheaper  classes  of  service  which  can  be  furnished  at  the  lower 
rates  of  the  schedule.  It  is  probably  true  that  in  almpst  no 
telephone  exchange  do  all  classes  of  service  yield  the  same  mai^ 
gin  of  profit.  The  same  is  true  of  most  schedules  of  rates  for 
electric  service  or  for  the  service  of  other  public  utilities.  There 
is  one  feature,  how^ever,  peculiar  to  the  telephone  business  which 
may  justify  a  greater  difference  between  the  margin  of  profit 
obtained  from  the  most  profitable  and  the  least  profitable  classes, 
than  would  be  justified  in  the  case  of  other  utilities.  This  is 
the  interdependence  of  telephone  subscribers.  For  many  classes 
of  business  subscribers  telephone  service  is  of  little  value  unless 
there  is  a  good  development  of  residence  business.  Telephone 
service  is  valuable  only  as  it  enables  the  subscriber  to  talk  to 
other  subscribers,  and  it  is  entirely  possible  that  the  proper 
development  of  a  telephone  exchange,  both  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  commercial  department  of  the  telephone  company 
and  from  the  point  of  view  of  subscribers  whose  interests  are 
served  by  the  utility,  will  require  that  the  cost  principle  be 
modified  to  permit  a  higher  rate  of  profit  to  the  company  on  some 
classes  of  service  than  on  others.  In  other  words,  the  cost  prin- 
ciple in  the  telephone  business,  as  in  the  business  of  other 
utilities,  must  be  tempered  by  judgment  as  to  the  results  of  its 
application. 

[17y  18]  The  valuation,  as  has  already  been  stated,  was  made 
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as  of  January  1,  1911,  This  valuation  was  made  by  the  Wis- 
consin Telephone  Company  and  carefully  checked  and  regrouped 
by  the  Commission's  engineers.  Including  changes  made  since 
the  submission  of  the  final  summary,  the  total  cost  new  as  of 
January  1,  1911,  was  $3,845,310.  In  order  to  bring  the  valu- 
ation up  approximately  to  the  date  of  the  traffic  study,  the  addi- 
tions reported  by  the  company  for  the  calendar  year  1911  and 
one  third  of  the  additions  for  1912  were  added  to  the  valuation 
as  of  January  1,  1911.  In  some  respects  this  does  not  give  a 
cost  new  which  is  fairly  representative  of  the  company's  invest- 
ment requirements,  as  buildings  under  construction  during  1912, 
and  not  completed  by  May  1  of  that  year,  are  partly  included 
in  the  approximate  cost  new  as  of  May  1,  1912.  For  the  purpose 
of  our  cost  analysis  we  have  used  cost  new  of  May  1,  1912,  de- 
termined as  explained  above.  This  should  not  be  taken  to  mean 
that  we  accept  the  cost  new  as  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of 
the  Milwaukee  exchange.  The  cost  new  of  the  property  is  only 
one  of  the  elements  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  fixing  upon 
the  fair  value.  It  is  not  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  case 
that  we  fix  upon  the  fair  value  for  the  fiscal  year  1911  and  1912. 
However,  in  considering  the  results  of  our  examination  into  the 
cost  of  furnishing  service  to  various  classes  of  subscribers,  we 
must  remember  that  the  results  obtained  include  interest  on 
cost  new,  and  not  on  the  fair  value  of  the  plant,  and  that,  in 
accepting  the  results  of  this  cost  analysis,  we  must  make  allow- 
ances for  the  fact  that  the  cost  new  and  the  fair  value  are  not 
the  same.  The  cost  new  as  the  basis  upon  which  to  compute 
interest  requirements  in  making  the  cost  analysis  has  been  ac- 
cepted for  the  sake  of  convenience.  In  making  use  of  the  results 
of  this  cost  analysis  to  formulate  a  rate  schedule,  one  of  the 
modifications  of  the  cost  of  any  class  of  service  as  shown  must 
be  a  modification  on  account  of  the  difference  existing  between 
cost  new  and  fair  value.  The  cost  new  of  the  various  groups  of 
property  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange  approximately  as  of  May 
1,  1912,  amounted  to  $4,254,358. 

Following  is  the  summary  of  the  cost  new  according  to  classes 
of  property,  including  with  each  class  of  property  an  allowance 
of  15  per  cent  upon  the  January  1,  1911,  valuation  for  con- 
struction overheads: 
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Total  cost 
new  of  prop- 
erty aa  o( 
May  1. 1912 


Land    , 

Buildings 

Central  office  equipment  . . . , 

Underground  oonauit 

Underground  cable 

Aerial  cable 

Vole  lines 

Aerial  wire , 

Drop  wire 

Substation  equipment , 

Paving 

Office  furniture  and  fixtures 

Tools,  and  teams,  etc 

Supplies 

Nonoperating 

Repairs  of  construction  tools 
Omissions 

Total   


9148,829 

442,019 

686,948 

546,113 

609,644 

452,872 

272.980 

94,050 

140,178 

605,877 

94,238 

42,536 

8,026 

94,290 

3,510 

2,465 

9,788 


$4,254,358 


[19-21]  In  making  the  following  analysis  of  the  cost  of  serv- 
ice  we  have  computed  depreciation  upon  a  2  per  cent  sinking- 
fund  basis  upon  the  cost  new  of  depreciable  property  less  scrap 
value.  Interest  for  the  purposes  of  this  analysis  only  has  been 
computed  at  7^  per  cent  of  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property. 
The  depreciation  incident  to  furniture  and  tools  and  teams  is 
carried  on  the  books  of  the  company  as  a  direct  chai^  to  various 
clearing  accounts.  Consequently  no  further  allowance  is  made 
for  depreciation  of  these  classes  of  equipment. 

The  audit  of  the  expenses  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange  has  al- 
ready been  mentioned,  and  we  consider  it  unnecessary  to  in- 
troduce at  this  point  a  statement  of  the  detailed  expenses  making 
up  the  total  operating  expenses  already  discussed.  The  appor* 
tionments  of  the  amounts  charged  to  the  various  accounts  will 
be  discussed  later. 

We  have  in  mind,  therefore,  the  three  principal  classes  of 
information  upon  which  the  cost  analysis  must  rest;  that  is,  the 
trafBc  study,  the  valuation,  and  the  operating  and  maintenance 
expenses.  So  much  of  the  detail  of  these  as  appears  necessary 
to  an  understanding  of  the  processes  involved  in  the  determina- 
tion of  the  cost  of  service  will  be  explained  in  this  decision. 
To  introduce  complete  detail  of  all  the  steps  in  the  cost  analysis 
would  make  this  decision  extremely  bulky,  and  serve  no  useful 
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service.  Consequently  we  shall  confine  this  portion  of  the  de- 
cision to  an  explanation  of  the  methods  used,  and  to  a  summary 
of  the  results  according  to  classes  of  service. 

[22]  Before  we  are  in  a  position  to  go  into  any  detail  re- 
garding the  methods  used  in  the  apportionment  of  particular 
items  of  expense,  we  must  have  before  us  an  outline  of  the  gen- 
eral principles  upon  which  an  apportionment  must  rest.  These 
can  perhaps  be  more  clearly  explained  by  referring  to  the  prin< 
cipal  groups  of  expenses  involved  in  furnishing  service  in  Mil- 
waukee. According  to  the  system  of  accounts  kept  by  the 
Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  during  the  period  covered  by 
our  audit,  the  general  grouping  of  its  expenses  was  as  follows: 

1.  General  expense. 

2.  Commercial  expense. 

3.  Traffic  expense. 


4.  Repair  expense. 

5.  Station  removals  and  changes. 

6.  Depreciation  of  plant. 

7.  Rights,  privileges,  and  use  of  property. 

8.  Insurance. 


9.  Taxes. 

For  our  purposes  in  dealing  with  this  situation,  we  may  aa 
well  consider  interest  as  a  tenth  general  group  of  expenses. 

Because  of  the  nature  of  the  telephone  business  only  a  limited 
portion  of  the  expenses  connected,  directly  or  indirectly,  with 
furnishing  service,  covers  operations  which  do  not  involve  at  some 
point  in  their  performance  two  patrons  of  the  telephone  com- 
pany. Some  of  the  operations  which  in  themselves  do  not  ap- 
pear to  involve  two  patrons  are  made  necessary  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  order  that  other  operations  may  be  carried  on 
which  do  involve  two  patrons.  This  may  be  illustrated  by  a 
number  of  instances  chosen  from  the  operation  and  maintenance 
of  a  telephone  plant. 

The  work  performed  by  a  central  office  operator  in  establishing 
a  connection  between  the  station  and  line  of  the  calling  sub- 
scriber and  the  line  and  station  of  the  subscriber  called  relates 
clearly  to  both  subscribers.  Merely  because  one  of  the  sub- 
scribers happens  to  be  the  calling  party  we  cannot  conclude  that 

P.U.R.1936C.  67 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


i05S  WISCONSIN  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

all  of  the  expense  involved  in  handling  the  call  at  the  central 
office  should  be  charged  against  that  party,  or  we  will  be  led 
into  difficulty  in  connection  with  the  use  of  flat-rate  and  mea&- 
ured-rate  service  in  the  same  exchange,  where  the  tendency  is 
very  clearly  for  the  flatrrate  subscriber  to  originate  the  calL 
Carried  to  its  extreme  this  would  mean  that  if  the  measured-rate 
subscriber  did  not  guarantee  payment  for  a  certain  number  of 
calls  per  month,  and  consequently  have  a  tendency  to  originate 
that  number  of  calls,  there  might  be  instances  in  which  measured- 
rate  subscribers  would  be  receiving  a  considerable  amount  of 
telephone  service  without  being  charged  with  any  of  the  expense 
of  operators'  wages. 

The  cost  of  repairing  a  telephone  instrument  may  be  taken 
as  illustrative  of  a  group  of  expenses  which  at  first  sight  appear 
to  relate  to  a  single  subscriber  only,  but  which  are  made  neces- 
sary in  order  that  that  subscriber,  and  each  one  with  whom  he 
talks,  may  receive  telephone  service.  Merely  because  a  telephone 
instrument  happens  to  be  installed  upon  the  premises  of  a  pai^ 
ticular.  individual,  it  does  not  follow  that  that  instrument^  is 
useful  for  his  service  alone,  or  that  he  should  bear  all  of  the 
expenses  connected  with  keeping  that  instrument  in  working 
order.  Whenever  a  connection  is  established  between  that  in- 
strument and  any  other  telephone  in  the  system,  that  instrument 
is  as  much  used  and  useful  in  the  service  of  the  other  party  as 
it  is  in  the  service  of  the  party  on  whose  premises  it  happens  to 
be  installed.  When  that  connection  is  broken,  and  another  es- 
tablished, the  instrument  is  used  in  the  service  of  still  another 
party,  and  as  far  as  that  message  is  concerned  it  is  no  more  the 
telephone  instrument  of  one  party  to  the  conversation  than  it  is 
of  the  other.  The  message  therefore  appears  to  be  a  correct 
basis  upon  which  to  divide  certain  expenses  which  may  be  allo- 
cated to  classes  of  service  between  those  classes  of  service  and 
other  classes  with  which  telephone  connections  are  made.  The 
same  principle  applies  to  expenses  involved  in  th6  operation  and 
upkeep  of  the  distribution  system.  We  frequently  hear  the  state- 
ment that  if  rates  were  to  be  made  upon  a  cost  basis,  business 
subscribers  would  receive  lower  rates  than  residence  subscribers 
because  of  the  shorter  lines  required  to  reach  business  subscribers. 

When  we  consider,  however,  that  in  each  telephone  conversation 
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the  line  is  used  for  the  party  whose  premises  it  connects  with 
the  central  office,  and  for  the  party  with  whom  he  is  talking,  and 
that  for  that  conversation  the  line  is  as  much  related  to  the 
service  of  one  as  of  the  other,  we  find  that  the  business  sub- 
scribers who  may  have  short  lines  will  share  in  the  wire-plant 
expense  allocated  to  other  classes  of  subscribers  with  whom  they 
talk,  and  who  may  happen  to  have  long  lines,  and  that  in  turn 
subscribers  in  long-line  classes  will  share  in  the  expenses  of 
short-line  classes  with  whom  they  talk. 

Certain  of  the  expenses  of  a  telephone  utility,  however,  can 
fairly  be  considered  as  concerned  with  one  subscriber  only. 
These  are  certain  of  the  commercial  expenses,  such,  for  example, 
as  the  cost  of  keeping  the  subscriber's  ledger.  Considered  in 
its  relation  to  the  company's  revenue,  this  is  an  important  fea- 
ture, but  it  is  not  connected  directly  with  the  current  operation 
of  the  plant  in  the  actual  furnishing  of  telephone  service. 

We  therefore  have  two  general  groups  into  which  the  expenses 
of  a  telephone  utility  may  be  divided.  In  one  of  these  groups  the 
expenses  which  are  allocated  to  any  class  of  subscribers  remain 
with  that  class.  In  the  other  group,  expenses  which  are  allocated 
to  a  class  are  reapportioned  according  to  the  intercomntnunication 
between  classes.  Perhaps  a  third  group  might  be  made  of  ex- 
penses such  as  those  of  central  office  operation  which  are  not 
really  allocated  at  any  point  in  the  cost  analysis  to  particular 
classes  of  service,  but  are  divided  in  the  first  instance  between 
the  various  classes  of  service,  calling  and  called,  recorded  in  the 
traffic  study,  so  that  the  first  apportionment  of  these  expenses 
takes  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  central  office  operation 
is  performed  for  the  purpose  of  completing  the  connection  be- 
tween two  parties  in  each  instance,  and  that  as  a  general  matter 
the  expense  of  central  office  operation  is  as  much  chargeable  to 
the  class  called  as  to  the  class  calling.  With  this  explanation  we 
may  proceed  directly  with  an  outline  of  the  methods  involved  in, 
and  results  obtained  by,  the  apportionment  of  expenses  among 
the  various  classes  of  service  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange. 

Methods  of  Apportioning  Expenses.-^ Although  it  is  not  con- 
sidered necessary  to  include  in  this  decision  the  full  detail  of 

actual  apportionments  made  as  rielated  to  each  item  of  expenses, 
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it  will  probably  be  well  to  include  a  brief  statement  as  to  the 
methods  used  in  making  the  apportionments. 

For  convenience  in  apportioning,  interest  and  depreciation 
have  been  computed  as  one  item  of  expense  for  each  group  of 
property,  interest  being  computed,  as  previously  explained,  at 
the  rate  of  7i  per  cent  of  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property 
obtained  by  adding  to  the  January  1,  1911,  valuation  of  the 
physical  property  additions  reported  by  the  company  for  1911 
and  one  third  of  the  reported  additions  for  1912. 

Interest  and  depreciation  on  underground  conduit,  under- 
ground cable,  pole  lines,  aerial  cable,  aerial  wire  and  drops,  sub- 
station equipment,  and  paving  have  all  been  considered  as 
expenses  which  might  properly  be  reapportioned  among  the 
classes  of  service  after  having  been  allocated  directly  to  the  va- 
rious classes  of  service  upon  which  these  parts  of  the  equipment 
were  installed.  In  the  case  of  omissions,  furniture,  tools  and 
teams,  supplies,  and  repair  of  construction  tools,  a  different 
method  has  been  followed.  As  already  stated,  the  depreciation 
incident  to  furniture  and  tools  and  teams  is  carried  on  the  com- 
pany's books  as  a  charge  to  certain  clearing  accounts,  and  the 
inclusion  of  depreciation  on  these  items  at  this  point  would 
amount  to  a  duplication.  No  computation  for  the  purposes  of 
establishing  the  amount  which  should  be  reserved  annually  have 
been  made  as  to  supplies  and  nonoperating  property.  The  de- 
preciation on  the  item  of  omissions,  made  up  principally  of  an' 
omission  from  the  value  of  the  Grand  Office  Building,  should 
really  have  been  handled  in  connection  with  depreciation  of  the 
Grand  Office  Building  itself.  Before  this  adjustment  of  the 
valuation  was  determined  upon,  however,  the  apportionments 
had  been  carried  to  such  a  point  that,  for  the  sake  of  conven- 
ience, depreciation  of  these  omissions  was  included  as  a  general 
expense  to  be  apportioned  as  overhead  to  the  final  apportionment 
of  all  expenses.  The  same  holds  true  regarding  interest  on  the 
item  of  omissions.  Interest  on  all  of  the  miscellaneous  property 
listed  above  has  been  treated  as  'a  general  expense.  A  very 
detailed  study  of  the  uses  to  which  this  property  is  put  might 
justify  some  change  in  this  method  of  handling  the  item,  but 
the  difference  will  be  so  slight  as  to  be  of  practically  no  import- 
ance, and  it  is  questionable  whether  any  other  method  of  ap* 
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portionment  would  be  preferable  to  the  inclusion  of  these  items 
of  interest  with  general  expenses.  Interest  on  land  and  de- 
preciation on  land  and  buildings  have  been  apportioned  upon 
the  basis  used  for  apportioning  account  426,  central  office  rent, 
and  account  430-10,  repairs  real  estate,  which  will  be  discussed 
later. 

The  apportionment  of  interest  and  depreciation  upon  central 
office  equipment  was  somewhat  more  complex.  Total  central 
office  equipment  as  included  in  the  valuation  as  of  approximate- 
ly May  1,  1912,  had  a  cost  new  of  $686,948,  including  the 
construction  overheads,  making  up  the  16  per  cent  loading.  This 
property  was  divided  into  various  classes  upon  the  basis  of  data 
submitted  by  the  former  engineer  of  the  Wisconsin  Telephone 
Company,  now  engineer  of  the  Chicago  Telephone  Company, 
under  date  of  October  7,  1915.  Following  are  the  divisions 
of  property  so  made: 

1.  Trunking ; 9%  $61,826.32 

2.  Line  terminal   32%  219,823.36 

3.  Keyboard 10%  68,694.80 

4.  Power  plant 8%  54,955.84 

6.  Desk  and  testing 3%  20,608.44 

6.  Multiple    38%  261,040.24 

Total 100%        $686,948.00 

It  is  understood  that  this  division  of  central  office  equipment 
into  groups  is  an  approxixaation  in  which  the  judgment  of  the 
engineer  played  an  important  part.  We  believe  that  it  is  sub- 
stantially correct^  and  have  accepted  it  for  the  purposes  of  our 
cost  analysis.  The  methods  of  apportioning  interest  and  depre- 
ciation on  the  various  groups  of  central  office  equipment  fol- 
low:— 

1.  Trunking — 9  per  cent  of  Total  Central  Office  Interest  and 
Depreciation. — ^Interest  and  depreciation  upon  the  trunking  cen- 
tral office  equipment  was  apportioned  to  the  various  classes  of 
service,  one  third  upon  the  basis  of  originating  and  terminating 
trunked  calls  for  each  of  the  various  classes  at  the  time  of  the 
city  peak,  and  two  thirds  upon  the  basis  of  total  originating  and 
terminating  trunk  calls.  The  division,  two  thirds  on  twenty- 
four-hour  trunking  traffic  basis,  and  one  third  on  the  basis  of 
trunking  traffic  at  the  time  of  the  city  peak,  was  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  ratio  of  the  average  hourly  trunking  calls  from 
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7  A.  M.  to  8  p.  u.  to  the  tninking  city  peak  for  the  day.  Thb 
thirteen-hour  period  was  chosen  because  it  is  really  more  rep- 
resentative of  the  average  conditions  for  which  the  trunking 
equipment  was  installed  than  an  average  based  upon  twenty- 
four  hours.  In  other  words,  it  is  assumed  in  making  this  appor- 
tionment that^  if  the  trunking  traffic  were  to  be  handled  at  an 
average  rate  during  this  period  of  thirteen  bomrs^  approximately 
two  thirds  of  the  present  trunking  equipment  would  suffice,  and 
that  the  additional  amount  of  trunking  equipment  is  made  neces- 
sary because  of  the  peak  requirements  of  the  trunking  traffia 
Any  differences  which  might  insult  in  this  apportionment  from 
a  further  analysis  of  the  ratio  of  average  to  peak  trunking  traffic 
would  probably  not  be  of  sufficient  importance  to  seriously  de- 
tract from  the  acceptability  of  this  basis  for  apportioning  in- 
terest and  depreciation  on  trunking  equipment.  As  both  origi- 
nating and  terminating  traffic  have  been  taken  into  consideration 
in  this  apportionment,  no  reapportionment  of  any  part  of  in- 
terest and  depreciation  on  trunking  equipment  is  necessary. 

2.  Line  Terminal  Investment — 32  per  cent. — The  investment 
in  line  terminal  and  answering  jack  equipment  may  be  regarded 
as  a  "fixed"  investment;  that  is,  it  may  be  allocated  directly 
to  the  classes  of  service  as  investment  made  directly  for  those 
classes,  although  to  be  used  by  all  classes  with  which  they  have 
telephone  connection.  A  letter  from  the  company's  engineer 
dated  December  11,  1918,  gave  information  as  to  units  to  be 
used  upon  which  to  base  the  value  of  a  line  and  answering  jack 
equipment  These  units  were  applied  to  this  class  of  equipment 
for  each  of  the  classes  of  service,  a  percentage  analysis  made  of 
the  total  resulting  from  the  application  of  these  units,  and  the 
interest  and  depreciation  on  line  and  answering  jack  equip- 
ment divided  among  the  classes  of  service  in  accordance  with  the 
results  of  this  percentage  analysis.  Interest  and  depreciation 
so  apportioned  is  an  expense  which  should  be  reapportioned 
among  all  classes  of  service  on  the  basis  of  the  traffic  between 
each  class  and  all  other  classes. 

3.  Keyboard  Equipment — 10  per  cent. — 4.  Power  Plant 
Equipment — 8  per  cent. — 5.  Desk  and  Testing  Equipment — S 
per  cetit. — ^Intwest  and  depreciation  on  keyboard,  power  plant, 
and  desk  and  testing  equipment  were  apportioned  among  the  var- 

P.U.K.1936C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


BOGAKT  T.  WISCONSIN  TfiLBPH.  00.  lOOS 

ioua  classes  of  service, — two  thirds  on  twenty-four-hour  origi- 
nating and  terminating  traffic,  and  one  third  on  the  basis  of  a 
percentage  analysis  of  the  total  calls  at  the  time  of  the  city  peak. 
The  division  was  made  in  a  manner  similar  to  the  division  in 
the  case  of  interest  and  depreciation  on  trunking  investment, 
previously  explaiiied,  with  the  difference  that  the  total  traffic, 
instead  of  trunked  traffic,  was  used  for  the  items  now  under 
consideration.  It  happens  that  the  percentages  to  be  apportioned 
on  twenty-four-hour  traffic  and  on  peak  traffic  are  the  same  as 
in  the  case  of  the  trunking  equipment.  There  is  no  further 
apportionment  of  these  items  required. 

6.  Multiple — 38  per  cent. — It  was  assumed,  in  apportioning 
interest  and  depreciation  on  multiple,  that  part  of  the  multiple 
equipment  could  be  considered  a  direct  charge  to  each  class  of 
service,  and  allocated  to  the  classes  on  a  lines  basis;  and  that 
the  remainder  should  be  apportioned  among  the  classes  on  a 
peak-traffic  basis.  In  using  the  lines  bases,  two-party  lines  were 
given  a  weighting  of  two,  for  the  reason  that  these  and  only  these 
are  "jack  per  station''  lines.  Certain  classes  were  excluded  from 
consideration  because  they  do  not  occupy  a  part  of  the  multiple. 
The  division  of  interest  and  depreciation  on  multiple  equipment 
into  the  part  to  be  allocated  on  a  lines  basis  and  the  part-  to  be 
apportioned  on  a  city  peak  basis  was  made  on  the  ratio  of  aver- 
age to  city  peak  total  traffic,  as  already  explained.  That  part 
of  this  item  which  was  allocated  on  a  lines  basis  remains  to  be  re- 
apportioned on  a  traffic  basis  among  the  various  classes,  but  that 
part  which  was  apportioned  on  a  city  peak-traffic  basis  needs 
no  reapportionment. 

Use  of  these  methods  results,  as  regards  some  parts  of  the  ap- 
portionment, in  allocating  or  apportioning  certain  parts  of  the 
cost  of  service  to  the  trunking  equipment  as  if  that  constituted 
a  separate  class  of  service.  Amounts  so  allocated  to  the  trunking 
equipment  are  finally  reapportioned  among  the  classes  of  serv- 
ice using  the  trunking  equipment  on  a  trunked  traffic  basis. 

Accounts  JfOl,  U02,  iOS,  and  40^ — General  Expenses. — 
Charges  to  these  accounts,  together  with  certain  other  expenses 
discussed  in  connection  with  this  apportionment,  are  treated  as 
overhead  to  the  apportionment  of  all  items  which  may  be  directly 
apportioned,  and  are  divided  among  the  classes  of  service  on  the 
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basis  of  a  percentage  analysis  of  the  final  results  of  the  appor- 
tionments herein  discussed. 

Account  410 — Commercial  Supervision,  $21^07.57. — This 
account  is  charged  with  supervisory  exp^ases  of  the  commercial 
department,  and  consequently  has  been  apportioned  in  such  a 
way  as  to  result  in  its  treatment  as  overhead  to  other  commercial 
department  expenses.  In  the  expenses  of  the  commercial  depart- 
ment, we  find  the  following:  411,  Advertising,  $4,116.45, — 412, 
Canvassing,  $20,342.03, — 418,  UnooUectable  Accounts,  $1,975.- 
21, — ^which  we  have  considered  as  being  really  general  expenses 
overhead  to  the  entire  business  of  the  exchange,  rather  than 
subordinate  groups  of  expenses  of  the  commercial  department 
Under  the  classification  of  accounts  prescribed  by  this  Commis- 
sion, they  would  be  treated  as  general  or  undistributed  expenses. 
Consequently,  we  have  added  the  amounts  appearing  under  ac- 
counts 411,  412,  and  418  to  the  general  expenses  of  the  company 
which  are  to  be  aj^rtioned  as  a  final  overhead  to  the  result  of 
all  other  apportionments.  In  dealing  with  account  410,  there- 
fore, we  have  prorated  the  $21,807.57  charged  to  this  account 
between  two  general  groups  of  subsidiary  accounts  of  the  com- 
mercial department,  one  embracing  411,  412,  and  418,  and  the 
other  including  413,  414,  415,  and  416,  which  will  be  discussed 
later.  As  a  result,  $6,879.49  of  commercial  supervision  expenses 
are  prorated  to  accoimts  411,  412,  and  418,  and,  with  the  actual 
charges  to  those  accounts,  added  for  purposes  of  apportionment 
to  the  general  expenses  of  the  exchange.  Sixteen  thousand  four 
hundred  twenty-eight  dollars  and  eight  cents  of  commercial 
supervision  expense  is  treated  as  overhead  to  413,  414,  415,  and 
416,  and  divided  among  the  classes  of  service  on  the  basis  of  a 
percentage  analysis  of  the  smnmary  of  the  apportionment  of 
these  accounts. 

Account  411 — Advertising, — As  explained  in  connection  with 
account  410,  the  charges  to  this  account  are  treated  as  a  general 
expense  of  tiie  utility. 

Account  412 — Canvassing. — ^Charges  to  this  account  have  also 
been  discussed  in  connection  with  account  410,  and  are  treated 
as  general  expenses. 

Account  41S — Directory  $18^48.68. — This  account,  as  shown 
by  our  auditor's  report,  is  made  up  of  accounts  413--11,  salaries 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


BOGART  ▼.  WISCONSIN  TELEPH.  CO.  1005 

and  wages,  $2,901.22,  and  418-16,  miaoellaneous,  $15,547.81. 
Charges  to  aocount  413-16  include  cost  of  preparing  printer's 
copy  and  of  printing  and  distributing  the  directory,  less  revenue 
derived  from  advertising  in  the  directory.  The  two  principal 
elements  of  cost  in  connection  with  the  directory  appear  to  be  the 
number  of  insertions  and  the  number  of  directories  published 
and  distributed.  The  exact  weighting  to  be  given  to  each  of 
these  elements  is^  of  course,  difficult  to  determine,  but  it  is  be- 
lieved that  substaAtially  accurate  results  may  be  obtained  if 
half  of  the  expense  is  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of 
stations,  excluding  extensions,  and  including  for  the  private 
branch  exchanges  the  numbw  of  trunks  instead  of  the  number 
of  telephones,  and  half  on  the  basis  of  stations,  including  ex- 
tensions; that  is,  half  of  the  e:q>enses  are  apportioned  on  the 
basis  of  the  number  of  directory  insertions  to  which  the  various 
classes  of  subscribers  are  entitled  and  half  on  tibe  basis  of  the 
number  of  directories  whidi  they  should  receiva  These  appor- 
tionments are  considered  final. 

Account  JfH — Revenue  AccouTiimg,  $££,19^.99, — Revenue 
accounting  was  apportioned  among  the  classes  of  service  upon  the 
basis  of  data  submitted  by  the  commercial  superintendent  of  the 
telephone  company  October  28,  1915.  These  data  included  a 
general  statement  of  the  nature  of  the  duties  of  employees  in 
the  revenue  accounting  department,  showing  the  classes  of  sul>- 
scribers'  accounts  with  which  different  employees  had  to  deaL 
It  is  not  considered  that  the  apportionments  resulting  from  such 
analysis  as  could  be  made  of  the  duties  of  employees  of  the 
revenue  accounting  department  are  entirely  correct,  but  the  data 
available  furnish  the  only  means  which  we  have  of  apportioning 
these  expenses,  and  we  believe  that  the  result  is  a  more  equitable 
distribution  of  revenue  accounting  expenses  than  would  be  ob- 
tained by  treating  these  expenses  as  a  part  of  the  general  over- 
head costs  of  the  business.  No  reapportionment  is  required  of 
revenue  accounting  expenses. 

Account  415 — Revenue  Collecting,  $£6,697,06. — Charges  to 
this  account  were  also  apportioned  upon  the  basis  of  data  sub- 
mitted by  the  commercial  superintendent  outlining  the  duties 
of  various  employees  of  the  revenue-collecting  department  and 
the  classes  of  service  with  which  the  various  employees  had  to 
deal.    The  results  of  an  analysis  of  the  data  submitted  are  be* 
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lieved  to  be  sufficiently  accurate  to  furnish  a  basis  for  appor- 
tioning charges  to  revenue  collecting.  No  reapportionment  iB 
required. 

Account  416 — Pay-Station  Commissions,  $lS^8i.75. — Some 
confusion  seems  to  have  existed  with  regard  to  the  data  obtained 
at  the  time  of  the  traffic  study  for  certain  of  the  pay-station 
classes.  Eased  upon  the  data  which  we  have,  howeyer,  it  ap- 
pears that  pay-station  commissions  may  fairly  be  divided  among 
the  various  pay-station  classes  on  the  basis  of  the  total  calls  origi- 
nating at  such  pay  stations,  as  the  originating  calls  usually  con- 
stitute  the  basis  upon  which  commissions  are  paid*  Amounts 
allocated  to  the  various  pay-station  classes  are  considered  to  be 
reapportionable. 

Accormt  J^18 — UncoUectable  Accotunis,  $lj975.Sl. — As  ex- 
plained in  connection  with  account  410,  the  amount  charged  to 
uncoUectable  accounts  is  considered  a  general  expense  and  ap- 
portioned upon  the  basis  of  the  apportionment  of  general 
expenses. 

Account  i£0 — Traffic  Supervision,  $1SA02.61. — ^This  account 
is  charged  with  the  expense  incurred  in  supervising  the  various 
traffic  activities  for  which  the  expenses  are  charged  to  accounts 
421,  422,  423,  424,  425,  427,  and  429.  Account  426,  central  of- 
fice rent,  appears  also  among  the  accounts  carrying  the  expenses 
of  the  traffic  department,  but  for  the  purpose  of  this  apportion- 
ment, no  part  of  the  charges  to  account  420  have  been  prorated  to 
account  426,  as  the  company,  in  renting  central  offices,  is  merely 
eliminating  the  necessity  of  constructing  a  building  which  would 
be  charged  to  plant,  and  as  the  actual  renting  of  central  offices 
can  hardly  be  charged  with  a  lai^e  part  of  the  expense  of  traffic 
supervision.  On  the  accounts  subsidiary  to  traffic  supervision, 
parts  have  been  considered  as  finally  apportioned  in  the  first 
apportionment,  inasmuch  as  apportionments  made  on  a  traffic 
basis  take  into  consideration  both  originating  and  terminating 
traffic,  others  are  to  be  reapportioned,  as  their  first  apportion- 
ment is  not  made  on  a  traffic  basis.    These  are  as  follows : 

Final.  To  be  Reapportioned. 

Account  422   Account  421 

"      423    i  of    "         427-11 

«       424   «          427-12 

••       426   •*          427-13 

"       429   «         427-14 

}  of      "      427-11    •. • •         427-16 
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Charges  to  account  420  were  therefore  divided  into  two  parts 
on  the  basis  of  the  ratio  between  the  sum  of  subsidiary  accounts 
which  were  finally  apportioned  and  the  sum  of  those  which  must 
be  reapportioned.  As  a  result  of  this,  we  have  96.95  per  cent  or 
$13,052  of  the  charges  to  account  420  treated  as  finally  appor- 
tioned in  the  first  apportionment  which  was  made  upon  the  basis 
obtained  by  adding  together  the  apportionments  to  classes  of 
service  of  those  parts  of  the  charges  to  subsidiary  accounts  whidi 
were  finally  apportioned  in  the  first  apportionment.  Three  and 
five  one-hundredths  per  cent  or  $410.61  are  to  be  reapportioned, 
and  this  reapportionment  was  made  upon  the  basis  obtained  by 
adding  together  those  parts  of  charges  to  subsidiary  accounts 
which  were  to  be  reapportioned. 

Account  421 — Service  Inspection,  $2,741.66. — This  was  ap- 
portioned among  the  classes  of  service  on  the  basis  of  the  number 
of  actual  talking  lines,  including  toll  terminal  and  exchange 
trunks,  but  excluding  lines  used  only  for  connection  with  the 
offices  of  the  company,  which  exclusion  amounts  to  apportioning 
that  part  of  sen^ice  inspection  expense  which  might  have  been 
first  allocated  to  the  company  business  upon  the  basis  of  the 
traffic  between  phones  of  the  company  and  other  phones  upon 
the  system;  that  is,  it  is  carried  as  an  overhead  to  the  service 
inspection  expense  of  other  classes  of  service.  This  item  of 
expense  is  reapportionable. 

Accou7U  422— Operators^  Wages,  $158,444-09. 

Account  42S — Operatmg  Clericai  Wages,  $S,SS3.56. 

Aecovnt  424 — Rest  and  Lunch  Rooms,  $5JS40.18. 

Account  426 — Operators'  Schooling,  $4,970.22. 
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OilgSnateil 


Local    Trunked     Total 


Tennlnated 


Looal   Trunked    Total 


1 
2 

S 

4 
6 

6 

7 
8 
9 
10 

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 


23 

24 

26 

26 
27 
28 
23 
SO 

81 
32 
83 
34 
36 

36 
37 

38 


67 
2. 070 

m 

1.744 

178 
131 

430 

196 
3,657 
2.936 
3,300 
2,119 

14.423 

20.643 

8.786 

716 

156 

462 
6,962 

10 

92 
349 

720 

872 

602 

57 

8,103 

1.174 

11,867 

159 

4.387 

161 

7,274 

563 
126 

!:!§ 

14.664 

18.559 

7,844 

636 

177 

678 

132 
SO 

1.288 

^^ 

"i.'e7i* 

?:lg 

728 
282 

963 

321 
9,248 
6.696 
7,680 
4.881 

28,977 

39.102 

16.630 

1.352 

338 

1.086 

12.319 

2.880 

184 

40 

X160 

1.629 

129 

8,108 

2,845 

4,471 

115 

1,808 

^^ 

06 

86' 

6,633 

579 

328 

808 

41 
6,470 
4.512 
6,146 
3,726 

8,017 
U.008 

4,119 
615 
298 

868 

11.866 

8 

127 
64 

'§ 

591 

109 

26 

2.642 

9.027 

288 

8.759 

5,790 

496 

1.148 

2.601 

24,010 

168 

127 

1.844 
12 

10.120 

13.396 

6.151 

806 

366 

1.184 
15.897 

-s 

830 
778 
1.470 
67 
698 

11 
30 

''iliii' 

13.4S6 

468 

6,668 

7.613 

707 

1.910 

4,107 

40,148 

54 

253 

218 

12.918 

911 

488 

2.147 

53 

12.946 

9.206 

13,683 

slJoJ 

18.137 

24  403 

9,270 

1,420 

684 

X046 

2i/m 

km 

87 

86 

447 

1.421 

2,218 

^m 

i.uS 

120 

66 

2,642 

16.987 

423 

Total    

111,780 

136.112 

246.892 

1U,780 

136.112 

846.892 

These  are  expenses  of  central  office  operation,  and  of  activities 
so  closely  related  to  such  operation  as  to  constitute  for  practical 
purposes  in  connection  with  this  case  a  single  group  of  expenses. 
Although  when  considered  by  themselves  charges  to  accounts  424 
and  425  may  seem  to  bear  little  direct  relation  to  the  number 
of  telephone  messages,  in  relation  to  operators'  wages  the  amount 
spent  for  rest  and  lunch  rooms  and  for  training  of  operators  is 
immediately  connected  with  the  traffic  requirements.  Operating 
clerical  wages  are  incidental  to  central  office  operation,  and  con- 
sequently are  included  in  this  group  of  expenses  for  purposes  of 
apportionment.  As  certain  classes  of  traffic  require  a  greater 
amount  of  operators'  time  per  message  than  do  other  classes, 
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weightings  have  been  applied  to  the  various  classes  to  take  ac- 
count of  such  features  as  trunking,  operation  of  measuring  de- 
vices, code  ringing,  calling  for  nickel,  etc  Weightings  used  are 
based  on  Bell  experience  as  set  forth  for  the  most  part  in  traffic 
circulars  of  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company. 
Following  is  a  table  showing  the  originating  and  terminating 
calls,  local  and  trunked,  for  each  class  of  service  for  a  period  of 
twenty-four  hours. 

SUMMARY  OF  WEIGHTED  CALLS. 

Per  Cent  of  Central  OfSce  Operating  Expeoae  to  Be  Charged  to  Each  Clasa 

of  Service. 


Clasa  oi  eeryJce 


IP.  3.  X.— I  to  5  

1  P.  B.  X.-^  N.  O.  B.  Co. 

1  P.  B.  X.-6  to  9  

:  1  P.  B.  X.— 10   to   25   

:2  P.  B.  X.— 1   and  2    


C.  P.  B.  X.— 1,  3  and  6  

C.  P.  B.  X.-2    

B.-l    

B.  1— N.  1,   B.  1— U.  1,   B.  a-R.  2. 

R.  1-R.  1  

B.— 2 


(1) 

Class  of 

Service 
Number 


(2J 

Total 

OrlffJD&t- 

iTlK 

Weighted 
Calls 


(3} 
Total 
TL^rmi- 

Welirhtt'd 
Can 


Total 

Weiehced 

Calla 


2  B.  1  and  S  B.  1  

BR.  B.  1  

BR.-2  B.  1.  BB.-BM.  1;  2  BR.  B. 

1.  8  BR.— B.— 1,  BR.-N.  1  .... 
BR.— P.  8.  D.,  P.  8.  D.— B.— 1,  2  P. 

S.  D.;  P.  S.  D.-N.— 1 

M.   6    

M.  6-R.  M.  1,    B.   H.  1-R.  M.   1, 

2  B.  M.  1   

B.  M.  1  

N— 1    

N— 2     

N-4     

R-1     

R— 2   

R-4     

R.    M.   1   

R.  N.    1 

R.  N.  2 

R.    N.   4    

R      R 

c,  I.  i,  p!*b.'x.— 2  anda'".!!;*.!;'.'. 

C.  1.  C.  p.  B.  X.— 2  

C.   I.— R.  1,    C.   I.— BR.  R.   1,    C.   I. 

BR.  B.  1,  N.  P.  B.  1 

H.  T.— 1,    P.  B.  X.— 4  to  10  

N.  P.— 1,   P.  B.  X.— 2  to  9 

P.    8.-5   

P.    8.    D 

P.  S.  A.-3  to  6  

P.  8.  A.-5   (L.  S.  P.)    

Long    Dtetance    

B.  1   Special,    Special  and   General 

Office    

Toll   Terminal 


Total 


1 
2 
8 
4 
6 

6 
7 
8 

9 
10 

11 
12 

18 

14 

15 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
28 
24 
25 
26 
27 


SO 

31 
32 
83 
34 
35^ 
36 
87 
88 

39 
40 


31.104.6 

23.818.6 

54,923.2 

414.1 

799.6 

1,213.7 

11,481.5 

9.907.8 

21.388.7 

14,448.5 

14,296.7 

28,745.2 

1.245.4 

1,279.6 

2,525.0 

3,642.0 

3.198.6 
6:879.5 

6,740.6 

8,407.9 

15,287.4 

78,067.2 

67,Tn.9 

140,846.1 

488.1 

74.0 

562.1 

486.5 

485.4 

931.9 

909.2 

871.2 

1,280.4 

20,592.0 

20,312.6 

40,904.6 

1,342.9 

1,284.3 

2,627.2 

1.370.1 

548.7 

1,918.8 

1,799.2 

3,761.7 

5.5B0.9 

482.1 

66.3 

87.  ^!6 

16.293.4 

21,631.2 

12.643.9 

14,670.7 

27,3M.6 

14.896.1 

22.641.7 

37,086.8 

9,391.9 

15,480.3 

24.872.2 

46.038.5 

30.064.1 

76.102.6 

61,006.2 

40,144.1 

101.150.3 

26.082.2 

16,962.1 

48,044.8 

2.176.4 

2.386.0 

4.562.4 
.1.169.8 

631.0 

1,128.8 

1,987.9 

3,495.2 

5.483.1 

23.141.4 

52.279.8 

75,421.2 

5,075.8 

4,054.0 

9.129.8 

840.0 

174.1 

614.1 

76.8 

68.9 

146.7 

610.8 

822.0 

1,832.8 

1,485.5 

2,279.9 

3,765.4 
7,761.1 

^SI-'' 

8,983.4 

832.3 

194.8 

1,027.1 

7,100.5 

1,902.4 

9.002.9 

8,122.1 

95.5 

8.217.6 

225.4 

89.2 

314.6 

5,193.2 

5,754.6 

10,947.8 

6,069.7 

22.507.8 

27,577.5 

266.5 

266.5 

417,829.0 

407,829.0 

835,658.0 

(6) 
Jf  Oper^ 
atinff 
Exp. 
to 
Olaraof 
a^ervice 
6.572 
.145 
2.560 
8.440 
.302 

.807 
1.829 
16.855 

.067 
.UO 

.153 


.814 

.230 
.664 

.066 
4.588 
8.268 
4.«Q 
2.976 
9.107 
12.104 
5.161 

.546 

.ai 

.666 

9.025 

1.093 

.062 

.017 

.159 
.451 
.929 
.123 
1.077 


1.310 
8.300 


100.00 
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The  next  table  shows  the  total  originating  and  terminating 
calls  as  weighted  in  accordance  with  relative  amounts  of  oper- 
ators' time  required  per  call,  and  the  last  column  shows  the  per- 
centages to  be  used  for  dividing  expenses  charged  to  aocounts 
422,  423,  424,  and  425  among  the  classes  of  service  in  propor- 
tion to  operators'  time  required  to  handle  the  traffic  of  the 
various  classes. 

Account  Jf26 — Central  Office  Rent,  $11,62040;  Account  iSO 
-10 — Repairs  Real  Estate,  $1,58240;  Interest  and  Depreciation 
of  Real  Estate. — Our  analysis  of  the  expenses  of  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  has  led  us  to  believe  that,  for  purposes  of  apportion- 
ment, it  will  be  reasonable  to  add  together  the  charges  to  accounts 
426  and  430-10,  and  apportion  all  charges  to  those  accounts  on 
the  same  basis.  It  might  have  been  possible  to  make  a  very  care- 
ful study  of  the  uses  to  which  the  central  offices  rented  by  the 
company  have  been  put^  and  to  make  a  similar  study  for  the  item 
of  real  estate  repairs  which  would  have  enabled  us  to  allocate 
these  expenses  rather  closely  to  the  proper  classes  of  service.  It 
is  understood  that  central  offices  rented  by  the  company  are  not 
used  exclusively  for  central  office  operating  purposes;  there- 
fore, it  seems  that  rent  of  central  offices,  as  well  as  repairs  of 
real  estate,  should  be  prorated  over  the  various  accounts  of  the 
exchange.  If  these  offices  were  owned  by  the  company,  we  would 
Have  to  deal  with  interest  and  depreciation  on  real  estate,  rather 
than  with  central  office  rent  Depreciation  of  real  estate  is  so 
closely  connected  with  repairs  of  real  estate  that  no  reason  seems 
to  exist  for  using  different  bases  for  their  apportionment  Con- 
sequently, we  have  considered  that  central  office  rent  and  real 
estate  repairs  may  properly  be  handled  in  connection  with  in- 
terest and  depreciation  on  real  estate.  A  careful  study  of  the 
uses  to  which  the  real  estate  of  the  telephone  exchange  is  put 
might  lead  us  to  conclude  that  some  changes  should  be  made  in 
the  methods  which  we  are  using  here,  but  we  believe  that  for 
practical  purposes  central  office  rent,  real  estate  repairs,  and  in- 
terest and  depreciation  on  real  estate  other  than  stables,  garages, 
etc.,  may  properly  be  handled  as  the  item  of  real  estate  expense 
has  been  handled  by  the  company.  Interest  and  depreciation  on 
stables,  garages,  etc.,  will  be  handled  in  our  apportionment  as  the 
company  has  handled  stable  and  ^a:n/je  expense.     Interest  and 
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depreciation  on  the  Grand  OflSce  Building  will  be  divided  some- 
what differently  than  interest  and  depreciation  on  other  real 
estat^e,  as  this  building  houses  the  general  offices  of  the  oonapany. 
In  explanation  of  the  apportionment  of  accounts  426  and  430— 
10,  we  may  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  our  auditor's  report 
shows  tae  basis  for  clearing  the  charges  to  account  501,  real 
estate  expense,  to  be  as  follows,  based  upon  the  floor  space  in  use, 
which  will  probably  be  a  reasonable  basis  to  be  used  for  the  ap- 
portionment of  central  office  rent,  real  estate  repairs,  and  interest 
and  depreciation  on  real  estate.  Following  is  the  distribution  of 
the  clearing  of  account  501,  real  estate  expense: 

Aocount  412.    CanTassmg 1*4% 

"  416.    Kevenue  collecting 1.1% 

'*  421.     Service  inspection    .6% 

"  424.    Rest  and  lunch  rooms 20.0% 

**  425.     Operators'  schooling  5.1% 

"  426.     Central  office  rent  66.5% 

"  427.  Pay  station  expense 7% 

**  511.     Wire  chief  expense 1.8% 

"  613.     Supply  expense 2.8% 

Total    100.0% 

Of  the  foregoing,  accounts  511  and  513  are  clearing  accounts, 
80  that  in  order  to  get  at  a  final  basis  for  prorating  accounts  426 
and  430-10,  over  other  accounts,  it  will  be  necessary  to  have 
the  clearing  detail  of  accounts  511  and  513.  In  getting  at  this 
clearing  detail,  we  have  excluded  reconstruction  and  construction 
charges.  With  accounts  511  and  513  prorated,  the  final  basis 
for  prorating  accounts  426  and  430-10  is: 


Acconnto 

96 

AmouDt 

412   

1.4 

1.1 

.6 

20.O 
5.1 

66.5 

.7 

2.1 

1.3 

1.2 

$184.84 

415    

146.23 

421    ; 

79.22 

424   

2,640.56 
673.34 

425    

426   

8,779.86 
92.42 

427    

43(M)00    

277.26 

430-007    

171.64 

430-008    

158.43 

Total 

100.0 

$13,202.80 

The  foregoing  prorate  is  made  upon  the  basis  of  the  clearins^ 

of  real  estate  expense  other  than  that  of  the  Grand  Building,  and 

is  used  for  dividing  interest  and  depreciation  on  real  estate  other 
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than  the  Grand  OflSce^  stables,  garages,  and  miscellaneous.  For 
the  Grand  Office,  interest  and  depreciation  was  divided  upon  the 
basis  of  a  prorate  of  the  clearing  of  real  estate  items  chargeable 
to  account  501  relating  to  the  Grand  Office.  For  stables,  garages, 
and  miscellaneous  real  estate,  the  interest  and  depreciation  were 
prorated  upon  the  basis  of  the  clearing  of  account  509,  barn  and 
garage  expense,  leaving  out  of  consideration  the  portions  charge- 
able to  construction,  reconstruction,  and  supply  expense.  The 
final  prorate  of  accounts  426,  430-10,  and  interest  and  deprecia- 
tion on  real  estate  to  various  accounts,  is  as  follows : 


AfiCOUDt 

Number 

▲ocounto 
426  and  480-10 

Int.  and  Dep. 

Stable  and 

Garage 

Int.  and  Dep. 

Milwaukee 

General 

Int.  and  Dep. 

Milwaukee 
Grand 

Total 

410 

$2,140.58 

654.07 

59.46 

2,536.98 

1,209.03 

911.73 

59.46 

2.398.24 

138.74 
6,331.63 

118.92 

19.82 

1,268.49 

1,010.84 

1,962.20 

$2,140.68 

412 

413 

$184.84 

$818.66 

$359.78 

2,017.36 
59.46 

414 

2,636.98 

415 

145.23 

282.68 

1,636.94 

420 

911.73 

421 

79.22 

2,640.56 

673.34 

8,779.86 

92.42 

154.19 

6,139,70 

1,310.62 

17,089.50 

179.89 

292.87 

424 

10,178^ 

426 

2,122.70 

426 

31,200.99 
391.23 

427 

429 

19.82 

430-000  .... 

277.26 
171.64 
158.43 

539.67 
334.08 
308.39 

2,085.42 

430-007   

1,516.58 
2,429.02 

1,094.47 

1,733.64 

731.10 

430-008  

430-02  

1,094.47 

1,733.64 

731.10 

430-03  

430-08  

Total   .... 

$13,202.80 

$4,377.87 

$25,698.50 

$19,820.19 

$63,099.36 

In  apportioning  charges  to  accounts  426,  430-10,  and  interest 
and  depreciation  on  real  estate  among  the  classes  of  service,  the 
amounts  shown  above  as  prorated  to  the  various  accounts  were 
divided  among  the  classes  of  service  on  the  basis  of  the  division 
of  the  actual  charges  to  those  accounts  as  shown  on  the  company^s 
books.  In  the  foregoing  table,  the  amount  shown  in  the  last 
column  as  chargeable  to  account  426  is  that  part  of  central  office 
rent,  real  estate  repairs,  and  depreciation  and  interest  on  real 
estate  which  is  chargeable  to  actual  central  office  operation  of 
the  company,  and  this  is  apportioned  among  the  classes  of  service 
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upon  the  same  basis  as  was  used  for  the  apportionment  of  in* 
terest  and  depreciation  upon  central  office  equipment* 

Account  Jf27 — Pay-Staiion  Expense. — The  same  difficulty 
which  was  mentioned  in  connection  with  the  apportionment  of 
account  426,  pay-station  commissions,  as  to  tibie  accuracy  of 
available  data,  applies  to  the  apportionment  of  account  427. 
For  purposes  of  apportionment,  account  427  was  divided  into 
two  groups,  subaccount  427-11  constituting  the  first,  and  sub- 
accounts 427-(12,  13,  14,  16)  constituting  the  other  group. 
Account  427-11,  pay-station  salaries  and  wages,  according  to 
data  submitted  by  the  company,  relates  entirely  to  attended  pay 
stations.  The  salaries  to  be  paid  for  pay-station  attendance  will 
be  governed  principally  by  the  number  of  telephones  at  such  pay 
stations  and  by  the  amount  of  traffic  handled.  These  factors  may 
not  be  of  equal  importance,  but,  for  the  purposes  of  the  appor- 
tionment of  account  427-11,  they  are  assumed  to  be  equal.  One 
half  of  this  account  is,  therefore,  apportioned  on  the  basis  of 
attended  pay-station  substations,  and  one  half  on  total  originat- 
ing and  terminating  attended  pay-station  traffic.  The  part 
apportioned  on  the  traffic  basis  is  considered  as  finally  appor- 
tioned, and  the  part  on  the  substation  basis  as  reapportionable. 

Charges  to  accounts  427-(12,  13,  14,  16)  are  apportioned  on 
the  basis  of  the  number  of  pay-station  substations  in  the  various 
pay-station  classes,  to  be  reapportioned. 

Account  Jt29 — Other  Operating  Expenses,  $7/778.66. — Ac- 
count 429  is  made  up  of  two  general  groups  of  expenses:  First, 
those  related  to  the  power  plant;  and  second,  miscellaneous  ex- 
penses connected  with  carrying  on  traffic.  For  purposes  of  ap- 
portionment, therefore,  the  expenses  charged  to  account  429  are 
divided  into  two  groups :  429-(17,  18)  power  plant,  $6,497.66 ; 
429-(ll,  12,  14,  16,  19)  miscellaneous,  $280.89.  In  arriving 
at  these  results,  adjustments  made  in  our  auditor's  report  to 
account  429  were  cleared  back  to  the  subaccounts  in  proportion 
to  the  charges  to  those  accounts.  Those  expenses  related  to  the 
power  plant  are  finally  apportioned,  two  thirds  on  the  basis  of 
total  twenty-four-hour  traffic,  and  one  third  on  the  basis  of  city 
peak-hour  traffic,  or  two  thirds  on  an  output  and  one  third  on  a 
demand  basis.  The  miscellaneous  subaccounts  under  account 
429  were  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  the  apportionment  of  ac- 
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counts  422,  423,  424,  426,  and  subaccounts  17  and  18  of  429; 
in  other  words,  upon  the  basis  of  the  apportionment  of  that  part 
of  the  traflSc  expenses  which  relates  particularly  to  the  actual 
operation  of  the  switch  board.  Whether  other  traffic  expenses 
should  have  been  included  in  making  up  this  basis  may  be  a 
question,  but  as  the  total  amount  involved  is  only  $280.89,  no 
serious  error  can  result  from  the  method  used. 

Account  iSO,  Repairs  Supervision,  $15,906,69. — This  account 
is  made  up  of  the  supervision  charges  for  three  important  classes 
of  property  and  plant  as  follows : 

430-000.    Supervision  wire  plant  repairs $4,396.39 

430-007.    Supervision  central  office  repairs 3,682.99 

430-008.     Supervision  substation  repairs   7,827.21 

Supervision  of  wire-plant  repairs  was  prorated  over  the  sub- 
sidiary wire-plant  repair  accounts  in  proportion  to  the  charges 
to  those  accounts,  and  apportioned  among  the  classes  of  service 
with  the  apportionment  of  those  accounts.  Supervision  of  cen- 
tral office  repairs  was  added  to  repairs  of  central  office  equip- 
ment, and  apportioned  with  that  item.  Supervision  of  substation 
repairs  was  added  to  the  direct  charges  to  substation  repair  ac- 
counts and  apportioned  with  these  accounts.  The  following 
table  shows  the  basis  for  the  apportionment  of  the  charges  to  the 
various  accounts  making  up  the  total  cost  of  repairs  of  distribu- 
tion system,  and  including  in  each  case  the  prorate  of  super- 
vision expense: 


Account. 


430-01.  Repair  pole  lines 
430-02.  Repairs  aerial  cable 

430-03.  Repairs  aerial  wire 
430-04.  Repairs    of    U.    G. 
conduit 


430-05.  Repairs  U.  G.  cable 

43(M)6.  Repairs    submarine 
cable  


Basis. 


Pole  line  investment 

Pair  feet  of  conductor  in  aerial 

cable 

Length  of  open  wire 


Pair  feet  of  conductor  in  U.  G. 

cable    

Pair  feet  of  conductor  in  U.  G. 

cable    

Pair  feet  of  conductor  in  U.  G. 

cable    , 


Reapportioned 

Reapportioned 
Reapportioned 


Reapportioned 
Reapportioned 
Reapportioned 


The  item  of  submarine  cable  is  only  $23.62,  and  it  was  con- 
sidered reasonable  to  apportion  this  with  other  cable  repair 
expenses. 

Account  430-007,  Supervision  Central  Office  Repairs,  $3,682.- 
99.    Account  480-07,  Repairs  Central  Office  Equipment,  $23,- 
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!B97.9S. — Central  oflice  repairs  are  determined  partly  by  the 
amount  of  traffic  handled  and  partly  by  the  number  or  value  of 
wearing  parts.  For  this  apportionment,  we  have  assumed  that 
one  half  of  the  repairs  may  be  treated  as  a  direct  result  of  the 
handling  of  traffio  in  proportion  to  the  amount  handled  and  one 
half  as  a  function  of  the  value  of  equipment  One  half  of  the  cost 
of  repairs  is,  therefore,  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  twenty-four- 
hour  traffic,  and  need  not  be  reapportioned.  The  other  half  is 
apportioned  on  the  basis  used  for  apportioning  interest  and  de* 
preciation  on  central  office  equipment- 
id  ceo  wn<  JfSO-008,  Repairs  Supervision  Substation,  $7,827.21; 
Account  430-08,  Repairs  Subscribers'  Equipment,  $61Ji^l.64; 
Account  432 — Station  Removals  aaid  Changes,  $6SJS54.48. — 
Account  430^08  was  first  divided  into  two  parts,  base^  on  the 
total  of  subaccounts  over  which  it  wad  prorated.  Making  up 
one  group  of  these  subaccounts  were  thei  following  substation 
repair  items:  Station  apparatus  (field  repairs),  installation, 
drop  wires,  interior  block  wires,  station  apparatus  (shop  re- 
pairs), and  the  following  removal  and  change  items:  Installa- 
tion, drop  wires,  interior  block  wires,  with  moves  charged  sub- 
scribers credited  back. 

In  the  other  group  were  repair  accounts  for  private  branch 
exchanges  and  booths  and  special  fittings  and  removal,  and 
change  accounts  for  the  same  items.  That  part  of  substation 
repair  expense  and  station  removal  and  change  expense  in  the 
last  group  shown  above  was  further  subdivided  as  between  ex- 
penses related  to  private  branch  exchanges,  and  those  related  to 
booths  and  special  fittings  with  each  portion  carrying  its  part 
of  the  expense  of  supervision.  That  portion  which  was  included 
in  the  first  gi^oup  above  was  divided  among  the  classes  of  serv- 
ice on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  substations,  including  exten- 
sions, to  be  reapportioned.  Charges  to  private  branch  exchange 
maintenance  and  removal  and  change  with  their  share  of  the 
supervisory  expense  were  divided  among  the  various  classes  of 
private  branch  exchanges  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  lines 
connected.  These  charges  do  not  include,  as  we  understand  it, 
the  maintenance  of  the  telephone  instruments  connected  to  pri- 
vate branch  exchanges,  but  merely  the  special  private  branch  ex- 
change equipment    These  expenses  are  reapportionabl&  in  part. 
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Ab  private  branch  exchanges  are  used  for  interoommnnicating 
traffic  as  well  as  for  traffic  through  one  or  more  of  the  com* 
pany's  central  offices,  it  is  evident  that  not  all  of  the  reapportion- 
able  expense  should  be  shared  in  by  other  classes  of  servioe  with 
which  connections  are  established.  In  the  absence  of  special 
P.  B.  X.  traffic  studies,  it  has  been  assumed  that  only  one  half 
of  the  expenses  considered  as  related  to  both  parties  to  each 
conversation  should  actually  be  shared  in  by  other  patrons  of  the 
utility.  Therefore  one  half  of  these  expenses  are  treated  as 
finally  chargeable  to  the  P.  B.  X.  classes  and  one  half  as  ac* 
tually  reapportionable  between  the  P.  B.  X,  and  other  classes 
of  service. 

That  part  of  substation  repair  expenses  and  of  station  re- 
moval %nd  change  expense  with  its  share  of  supervisory  ex- 
pense which  was  chargeable  to  booths  and  special  fittings  was 
apportioned  among  the  pay-station  classes  on  the  basis  of  the 
number  of  trunks  to  each  of  such  classes,  to  be  reapportioned. 

Account  Ii^JfO — Bights,  Privileges,  amd  Use  of  Property, — 
With  the  exception  of  $26.65  for  conduit,  pole,  and  other  space 
which  is  apportioned  with  the  general  expenses  of  the  exchange^ 
the  charges  to  account  440  are  the  amounts  paid  by  the  Wiscon- 
sin Telephone  Company  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  and  charged  against  the  Milwaukee  exchange.  With 
the  adjustment  to  3.4  per  cent  already  discussed,  the  amount  to 
be  provided  for  as  that  part  of  the  payment  to  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  which  should  be  charged 
against  the  Milwaukee  exchange  is  apportioned  with  general  ex- 
penses. In  other  words,  it  is  apportioned  as  an  overhead  item  to 
all  other  expenses,  including  interest  and  depreciation,  which 
means  that  its  apportionment  is  made  upon  the  basis  on  which 
earnings  should  theoretically,  at  least,  be  obtained. 

Accovnt  ^50 — Insurance. — This  expense  is  of  a  general  na- 
ture, and  has  been  joined  with  other  general  expenses  for  appor- 
tionment purposes. 

Account  460 — Taxes. — ^Inasmuch  as  the  taxes  paid  by  the 
Wisconsin  Company  amount  to  5  per  cent  of  its  gross  telephone 
revenues,  and  as  the  present  case  is  involved,  with  the  possibility 
of  a  reduction  in  those  revenues  which  would  tend  to  make  the 
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revenues  equal  the  expense^  we  have  included  for  the  purposes 
of  our  cost  analysis,  not  5  per  cent  of  revenues  as  they  existed 
during  1912,  but  5  per  cent  of  the  required  allowance  for  ex- 
penses, which  would  be  the  amount  which  the  company  must 
have  provided  in  the  way  of  revenues.  Adjustments  to  those 
operating  expenses  on  account  of  differences  between  the  cost 
new  as  used  for  the  purposes  of  our  cost  analysis  and  the  fair 
value,  and  on  account  of  other  causes,  would  mean  that  taxes 
as  included  in  this  cost  analysis  would  not  be  a  correct  amount 
for  consideration  in  finally  adjusting  the  rates,  but  this  does  not 
destroy  the  value  of  a  cost  analysis  based  upon  actual  require- 
ments of  the  business  as  nearly  as  such  requirements  can  be 
ascertained.  The  same  principle  which  governs  the  apportion- 
ment of  the  payments  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  applies  to  the  apportionment  of  taxes  among  the 
classes  of  service,  and  the  same  method  has  been  used. 

As  a  result  of  the  apportionments  outlined  in  the  foregoing 
pages,  we  find  that  the  amount  of  final  charges  to  the  various 
classes  of  service  is  $400,134.76,  and  that  the  amount  allocated 
to  the  various  classes  which  should  be  reapportioned  is  $694,880.- 
01.  These  amounts  do  not  include  general  expenses,  and  cer- 
tain other  expenses,  and  certain  interest  and  depreciation  charges 
which  have  been  discussed,  and  which  will  be  apportioned  among 
the  classes  of  service  as  a  part  of  general  expenses.  The  total 
amount  to  be  so  added  is  $165,325.14.  The  following  table  con- 
tains a  list  of  the  classes  of  service  with  the  amounts  whch  are 
considered  final  in  the  column  headed,  ^^Final,"  and  the  amounts 
which  are  reapportionable  in  the  column  headed,  "To  be  Re- 
apportioned," 

Table  Showing  Final  and  Reapportionable  Charges  to  Classes  of  Service — 
Excluding  General  Expense. 


Final 


To  be  Re- 
apportloaed 


1  P.  B.  X.  1—5    

1  P.  B.  X.  6  N.  0.  B.  Co. 
1  P.  B.  X.  6—9    

1  P.  B.  X.  10—25    

2  P.  B.  X.  1  and  2  . . . . 

O.  P.  B.  X.  1,  3  and  5  . 

C  P.  B.  X.  2 

B.  1    

9 

P.U.R,191«C. 


$25,324.83 

4M.93 

0,171.83 

12,037.94 

1,205.65 

3,312.90 

7,643.31 

58,239.21 

254.49 


$31,282.28 

376.93 

8,097.43 

9,873.43 

1,011^1 

3,484.47 

8,445.38 

34,300.67 

601.63 
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Table — continued. 


B.  2    

384.42 

518.44 

16,773.97 

1,108.68 

1,294.56 

2,733.90 

327.07 
17,399.97 
12,313.34 
20,162.97 
14,903.68 

35,831.52 

49,570.86 

21,001.15 

2,586.47 

1,156.28 

3,348.20 

49,191.35 

4,728.16 

207.62 

71.84 

567.58 
2,007.62 
3,167.20 

980.22 
6,695.72 

4,870.69 

490.09 

8,001.48 

269.13 

2  B.  1,  3  B.  1 

278.09 

BR.  B.  1 

9,971.40 

13   

758.13 

14   

2,332.55 

M.  6 

6,313.95 

16   

1,589.35 

BM.  1    

24,285.78 

N.  1 

17,983.22 

N.  2 

41,418.14 

N.  4   

30,832.43 

R.  1    

61,370.61 

R    2 

75,543.90 

R.  4    

32,024.07 

R.  M.  1 

8,680.73 

R.  N.  1    , 

3,979.62. 

R.  N.  2 

10,664^3- 

R.  N.  4   

105,375.32 

R.  R 

17,041.60 

CI  1  P.  B.  X.  2—3   

168.22. 

CI  C.  P.  B.  X.  2    

60.91 

31    

372.85 

H.  T.  1  P.  B.  X.  4—10    

7,597.00 

N.  P.  1  P.  B.  X,  2—9  

1,932.67 

P.  S.  5    

2,476.3^ 

P.  S.  D 

P.  S.  A.  3—8 

10,908.4S 
9,232.50 

P.  S.  A.  6  L.  S.  F,    

J'Ong       Histar?1<*-fi         .    .    .    f    -    .    f    .    .    .    .   ,    .   .    .   T    .    .    T    .   .    -    .    t    -    *    t    -    *   r    - 

769.86 
l,241.99r 
9»936.91 

Company  buBinesB • « 

Toll  terminal 

67.16 
15.77 

232.96 

Private « 

2,473.02 

Miscellaneous 

290.8T 

$400,134.76 

$594,880.01 

The  reapportionment  of  reapportionable  amounts  was  made- 
on  the  basis  of  the  originating  and  terminating  traffic  passing 
between  classes,  so  that  each  class  was  made  to  share  in  the^ 
reapportionable  expenses  allocated  to  each  of  the  other  classes  in 
proportion  to  its  use  of  facilities  directly  incident  to  the  service 
of  such  other  classes.  The  following  table  shows  in  columns  I 
and  2  the  code  and  number  used  for  each  of  the  classes,  in  column: 
3  the  final  charges  to  classes,  identical  with  the  "Final"  column 
of  the  preceding  table,  and  in  column  4  the  amounts  obtained  by 
reapportioning  the  amounts  in  the  "To  be  Reapportioned'^ 
colunm  of  that  table.  The  total  of  final  and  reapportionment 
expenses  for  each  class  is  shown  in  column  5  and  the  percentage 
analysis  of  the  total  is  in  column  6.  In  column  7  the  genera) 
expenses  are  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  that  percentage  analysis^ 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Column  8  is  the  cost  of  serving  each  class  as  determined  by  the 
cost  analysis. 

Column  9  shows  the  number  of  extension  telephones  for  each 
class.  The  source  of  information  asi  to  the  number  of  extensions 
is  explained  later.  Column  10  shows  the  annual  revenue  which 
would  be  obtained  from  the  extension  phones  at  present  rates,  all 
business  extensions  being  rated  at  $7.20  per  year  and  residence 
extensions  at  $6  per  year.  Some  of  the  business  extensions  (wall 
sets)  take  a  rate  of  $6  per  year,  but  the  number  of  such  exten- 
sions was  not  obtainable  without  an  expense  out  of  proportion  to 
the  importance  of  the  information.  The  amounts  shown  in 
column  10  were  subtracted  from  the  class  totals  in  column  8, 
and  the  result,  shown  in  column  11,  is  the  cost  to  be  met  by  the 
charge  for  main  stations,  or,  in  the  case  of  private  branch  ex- 
changes, by  the  charge  for  trunk  lines,  switch  boards,  etc.  The 
amounts  in  column  11  divided  by  the  number  of  main  stations 
in  column  12  result  in  costs  per  main  station,  as  in  column  13. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  this  is  not  the  total  cost,  as  this  cost 
has  been  based  upon  the  cost  new  of  the  property  instead  of  upon 
the  fair  value,  and  as  certain  items  of  expense,  such  as  taxes,  are 
very  conservatively  stated.  Furthermore,  the  methods  used  in 
the  apportionments  have  resulted  in  a  separation  of  toll  expenses, 
on  the  assumption  that  the  toll  system  should  carry  all  expenses 
related  to  toll  business,  up  to  and  including  expenses  of  the  sub- 
scriber's station.  When  allowance  is  made  for  all  elements  of 
cost  which  should  be  considered,  the  final  costs  for  the  various 
classes  of  service  will  be  somewhat  higher  than  those  shown  in 
column  11.  Following  is  the  table: 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Attention  has  been  called  elsewhere  to  the  fact  that  the  number 
of  stations  in  some  of  the  classes  of  service  may  not  be  stricdy 
accurata  This  may  be  attributed  to  the  fact  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  correlate  these  data  from  several  different  sources,  no 
one  of  which  was  complete  as  r^ards  both  the  major  and  minor 
classes  of  service,  and  also  to  the  fact  that  the  various  data  were 
not  taken  at  the  same  period  of  the  year.  Consequently  the  same 
number  of  stations  did  not  exist  at  the  various  times  the  data 
were  taken.  For  the  R  X.  1  class  an  error  in  the  data  has  made 
the  apparent  cost  of  little  value,  but  the  effect  of  this  error  on 
other  classes  is  negligibla 

The  sources  of  information  from  which  the  final  figures  on 
substations  were  correlated  are  as  follows : 

1.  Lines  observed  during  traflSc  study. 

2.  Line  measurement  study. 
8.  Respondent's  exhibit  16. 

4.  Cost  of  telephones  according  to  class. 

5.  Extension  stations  submitted  by  company  as  of  date  May 
31,  1912. 

Data  on  P.  B.  X.  main  stations  and  extensions  were  taken 
without  revision  from  No.  4  "Cost  of  telephones  according  to 
class."  These  data  were  compiled  from  the  P.  B.  X.  records  of 
the  company  during  the  summer  of  1912,  were  checked  and  used 
by  the  engineering  department  of  the  Commission  in  its  compu- 
tation of  substation  cost  for  the  P.  B.  X.  classes  of  service,  and 
are  believed,  therefore,  to  be  authentic. 

Since  the  remainder  of  the  classes  of  service  as  given  in  this 
record  do  not  contain  all  of  the  minor  classes  of  service  to  cor- 
respond with  the  traflfic  study  data,  and  since  it  was  necessary  for 
the  cost  apportionment  to  have  all  of  the  data  correspond  with 
the  classes  as  given  in  the  traffic  study,  other  sources  of  infor- 
mation had  to  be  relied  upon  to  a  large  extent.  Among  these 
sources  the  data  on  "lines  observed  during  traffic  study"  gave 
such  data  as  appeared  to  be  reliable  for  the  traffic  study  group- 
ing of  classes.  These  included  installations  per  class  of  service, 
a  line  faqtor  and  main  station  factor  being  applied  to  the  instal- 
lations of  each  class  in  order  to  arrive  at  the  lines  and  main 

stations.     The  value  of  the  line  factor  was  apparent  from  the 
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physical  character  of  the  installations  for  each  class,  and  the 
station  factor  for  all  party  lines  was  taken  as  the  "circuit  fill*' 
as  given  in  the  line  measurement  study,  the  factor  for  all  single 
party  lines  being  considered  as  "1.'* 

Total  extension  stations  for  all  except  the  P.  B,  X.  classes 
were  taken  from  data  submitted  by  the  telephone  company  as  of 
date  May  31,  1912.  These  data  were  submitted  for  the  major 
classes  only ;  the  data  for  the  minor  classes  were  obtained  by  pro- 
rating to  these  classes  on  the  basis  of  main  stations  a  part  of  the 
extensions  listed  under  related  main  classes.  Extensions  for  P. 
B.  X.  installations,  as  noted  above,  were  taken  directly  from  the 
data  "cost  of  telephones  according  to  class." 

The  data  on  main  stations  and  extensions  for  all  but  one  or 
two  classes  appear  to  be  substantially  accurate  as  arrived  at  in 
the  manner  outlined  above.  Subsequent  investigation  has  shown 
that  the  number  of  stations  listed  for  the  S.  ISf.  2  class-519  is 
probably  too  low ;  this  figure,  it  appears,  should  have  been  in  the 
neighborhood  of  620  stations.  The  discrepancy  in  pay-atation 
classes  is  discussed  elsewhere  in  this  decision. 

For  various  of  the  smaller  classes  of  service,  and  especially 
for  those  classes  which  were  made  up  by  grouping  still  smaller 
classes,  it  is  not  believed  that  the  results  of  the  cost  analysis  can 
be  considered  sufficiently  accurate  to  be  of  much  value  as  a  basis 
for  a  revision  of  rates.  For  the  principal  classes,  however,  it  is 
believed  that  the  results  of  the  cost  analysis  are  sufficiently  ac- 
curate to  be  of  value  in  the  determination  of  what  the  rates  for 
the  classes  should  be. 

[23]  It  should  be  made  clear,  however,  that  the  results  of  the 
cost  analysis  are  not  the  only  consideration  to  be  dealt  with  in 
revising  rates.  There  are  a  number  of  considerations  which 
enter,  among  which  are  the  value  of  the  different  classes  of 
service,  as  far  as  ascertainable,  and  the  commercial  aspects  of 
each  portion  of  the  schedule,  i.  e,,  its  relation  to  other  portions 
of  the  schedule  and  the  effect  which  it  will  have  upon  the  develop- 
ment of  the  business  as  related  to  the  commimit7*8  requiremesnts 
for  telephone  service. 

[24]  Excess  Radius  Charges. — ^Before  we  attempt  to  outline 

the  changes  which  should  be  made  in  the  general  rate  schedule  of 

the  Milwaukee  exchange,  it  will  be  well  to  call  attention  to  the 
P.u.R.i9iec. 
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charge  at  present  made  for  excess  radius;  that  is,  for  lines  ex- 
tending beyond  the  regular  exchange  limits.  The  schedule  of 
eoccess  radius  charges  at  present  in  e£Fect  is  as  follows : 

EXCESS  RADIUS  CHARGES. 

The  radius  charge  is  added  to  the  exchange  rate : 


DI«toDce  Beyond  Exchaoge  Limits 

First  quarter  mile 

Second  quarter  mile 

Third  quarter  mile 

Fourth  quarter  mile  

Fifth  quarter  mile 

Sixth  quarter  mile 

Seventh  quarter  mile 

Bigfath  quarter  mile 

Ninth  quarter  mile  

Tenth  quarter  mile 

Eleventii  quarter  mile  . . , 

Twelfth  quarter  mile 


One-Party 

Two-Party 

Pour-Party 

Line 

Line 

Line 

$7.50 

$3.75 

$1.88 

15.00 

7.50 

3.75 

22,60 

11.25 

5.63 

30.00 

15.00 

7.50 

30.00 

19.50 

9.75 

4S.00 

24.00 

12.00 

57.00 

28.50 

14.25 

66.00 

33.00 

16.50 

76.50 

38.25 

19.13 

.87.00 

43.50 

21.76 

97.50 

48.75 

24.38 

lOS.OO 

54.00 

27.00 

The  effect  of  this  schedule  in  a  number  of  cases,  among  which 
those  of  subscribers  living  in  territory  north  of  the  city  of  Mil- 
waukee have  been  called  particularly  to  our  attention,  is  to  make 
the  charges  for  telephone  service  extremely  high,  and  in  our 
opinion  unreasonably  so.  It  appears  to  us  from  our  investigation 
of  the  situation  that  the  excess  radius  charges  are  very  far  out  of 
proportion  to  the  increased  costs  incurred  by  reason  of  such  excess 
mileage.  The  principal  costs  incurred  in  connection  with  fur- 
nishing lines  longer  than  those  which  the  company  undertakes 
to  furnish  within  the  present  limits  of  its  exchange  area  are 
principally  the  interest  and  depreciation  on  the  additional  in- 
vestment^ and  the  additional  cost  of  maintenance  incurred 
because  of  the  existence  of  such  additional  investment  and  because 
of  its  distance  from  the  headquarters  of  the  maintenance  depart- 
ment. Consequently  the  order  in  this  case  will  provide  for  a 
reduction  in  the  excess  radius  charges. 

In  relation  to  this  question  of  excess  radius  charges,  it  should 
be  stated  that,  in  the  cost  analysis  which  we  have  made,  no 
weighting  has  been  applied  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  rural 
service  on  account  of  the  distance  from  the  maintenance  head- 
quarters.   Probably  some  such  weighting  should  be  applied  in 

order  to  ascertain  the  full  cost  of  rural  service,  but  whether, 
P.UJL19ieC. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


1084  WISCONSIN  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

considering  the  character  of  this  service,  the  weighting  should 
be  a  very  great  one  we  have  not  determined.  It  seems  ckar 
from  our  cost  analysis  that  no  reduction  of  rural  rates  oui 
be  made,  and  consequently  we  deem  it  unimportant  to  determine 
what  modification  of  the  apparent  cost  should  be  made  because 
of  the  distance  of  rural  subscribers  from  maintenance  head- 
quarters. 

[25]  Quarterly  Billing, — Considerable  complaint  has  been 
made  regarding  the  practice  of  the  company  of  collecting  for 
service  quarterly  in  advance,  although,  on  the  average,  bills  are 
not,  of  course,  usually  paid  immediately  at  the  beginning  of  the 
quarter.  We  believe  that  the  practice  of  collecting  quarterly  in 
advance  must  be  held  unreasonable,  and  provision  made  in  the 
order  in  this  case  to  require  that  collections  be  made  monthly  in 
advance.  Monthly  collections  will  involve  some  additional 
expense,  but  we  believe  that  this  is  an  expenditure  which  is  rea- 
sonably required  in  order  to  furnish  service  under  reasonable 
conditions. 

[26]  Unlimited  Business  Rate. — The  original  complaint  in 
this  matter  mentions  specifically  the  rates  for  unlimited  business 
service,  which  in  Milwaukee  is  practically  all  single  party.  It 
will  be  noted  that  the  average  cost  per  main  station  as  shown  by 
our  cost  analysis  is  $70.12,  and  that  the  present  rate  for  this 
service  is  $96  per  year.  With  the  additions  which  should  be 
made  to  this  cost  of  service  on  account  of  differences  between  the 
cost  new  and  the  fair  value  and  on  account  of  other  elements,  the 
average  cost  of  one-party  unlimited  business  service  will  prob- 
ably approximate  $75  per  main  station  per  year.  On  the  face 
of  things,  therefore,  it  appears  that  a  very  substantial  reduction 
might  be  made  in  the  rate  for  this  class  of  service.  From  the 
data  developed  by  our  traffic  study,  however,  it  appears  that 
subscribers  taking  the  one-party  unlimited  business  class  of 
service,  or  rather  that  part  of  such  subscribers  who  have  the  least 
use  for  telephone  service  and  consequently  have  a  tendency  to 
reduce  the  average  cost  of  service  for  subscribers  in  this  class, 
are  paying  at  the  rate  of  $96  per  year  for  telephone  service  when 
they  could  secure  equivalent  service  to  the  full  extent  of  their 
needs  more  cheaply  under  the  one-party  business  measured  service 
rate.     From  the  average  calling  rate  at  the  time  of  our  traffic 
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fltadj,  it  appears  that  about  30  per  cent  of  the  subscribers  now 
taking  the  one-party  unlimited  business  service  at  $96  per  year 
are  voluntarily  taking  a  needlessly  expensive  class  of  service.  A 
large  number  of  these  subscribers  could  even  obtain  their  full 
service  at  the  $50  guaranty  required  of  measured  service  sub- 
scribers, and  others  would  have  to  pay  between  $50  and  $96  per 
year  for  their  service.  Consequently,  it  appears  that  at  least  a 
part  of  those  subscribers  in  the  one-party  unlimited  business 
class  who  would  be  entitled  to  a  lower  rate  on  account  of  the 
results  shown  by  our  cost  analysis  are  not  availing  themselves  of 
the  opportunity  which  they  have  at  present  of  securing  equivalent 
service  at  a  lower  rate.  The.  calling  rate  at  the  time  of  the 
traffic  study  for  one-party  unlimited  business  subscribers  varied 
from  one  call  per  day  to  137  calls  per  day.  Naturally  under  a 
*  schedule  of  flat  rates  it  will  be  impossible  to  so  adjust  the  rates 
for  this  class  of  service  that  each  consumer  will  pay  the  full  cost 
of  his  service  and  no  more  than  the  cost.  It  is  a  serious  question 
whether  the  failure  of  about  30  per  cent  of  the  subscribers  in  this 
class  to  avail  themselves  of  a  cheaper  equivalent  class  of  service 
can  justify  a  reduction  of  the  one-party  unlimited  business  rate 
for  subscribers  having  an  exceedingly  high  calling  rate  to  the  level 
of  the  average  cost  of  serving  all  patrons  in  the  class. 

Under  the  schedule  of  rates  for  one-party  measured  service 
which  will  be  established  by  the  order  in  this  case,  many  of  the 
subscribers  at  present  paying  the  unlimited  busness  service  rate 
will  have  it  within  their  power  to  secure  equivalent  service  at  a 
cheaper  rate.  For  the  remainders,  rate  as  fixed  per  year  will 
not  be  unreasonable.  Of  course,  it  is  to  be  expected  that  not  all 
of  the  subscribers  at  present  paying  the  $96  rate  who  could 
secure  cheaper  equivalent  service  under  the  measured  rate 
schedule  will  avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity,  but  if  they  do 
not  choose  to  exercise  the  privilege  which  they  will  have  of 
securing  their  telephone  service  under  a  different  classification 
of  fully  as  high  a  grade,  at  a  lower  cost  than  the  rate  fixed  here- 
in, their  failure  to  do  so  does  not,  in  our  opinion,  justify  a  lower 
rate  for  the  unlimited  business  service.  If  a  subscriber  having 
full  power  to  determine  for  himself  what  class  of  service  he 
will  take  voluntarily  chooses  to  pay  the  higher  rate,  that  is  a 
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matter  with  whidi  we  can  hardly  be  ooncemed*  The  avera^ 
cost  for  service  in  the  unlimited  businees  class  is  at  present  un- 
qiiestionably  below  the  average  revenue  from  this  service,  but 
if  we  can  by  the  terms  of  the  order  in  this  case  aiford  such 
present  unlimited  service  business  subscribers  as  should  have 
cheaper  service  a  fair  opportunity  to  secure  that  service  on  the 
measured  rate  schedule,  we  do  not  believe  that  we  would  be 
justified  in  reducing  the  rates  for  unlimited  service  below  the 
average  cost  for  the  larger  subscribers  in  that  class,  in  order  to 
permit  smaller  users  to  avail  themselves  of  a  cheap  rate  for  a 
service  which  they  do  not  need.  The  same  condition  of  affairs 
exists,  although  to  a  much  lesser  extent,  in  relation  to  the  one- 
party  unlimited  residence  service,  which  we  need  not  discuss  at 
this  point 

In  principle  a  flat  rate  for  telephone  service  is  little,  if  any,  • 
less  objectionable  than  a  flat  rate  for  electric  current  or  for 
water  or  gas.  As  long  as  unlimited  schedules  prevail,  some  sub- 
scribers are  bound  to  secure  more  than  they  are  paying  for, 
and  other  subscribers  are  bound  to  pay  for  more  than  they 
secure.  We  doubt,  however,  whether  the  time  has  come  for  a 
complete  change  from  flat  to  measured  service  rates  in  Milwau- 
kee. A  part  of  the  disadvantages  of  the  flat-rate  schedule  can, 
however,  be  eliminated  by  the  adoption  of  a  measured  rate 
schedule  which  will  afford  the  smaller  users  an  opportunity  to 
secure  the  full  service  which  they  require  at  lower  rates  than  the 
rates  for  unlimited  service,  and  with  total  charges  in  general 
proportionate  to  their  use  of  the  service. 

[27]  There  are  several  considerations  which  have  been  urged 
by  the  parties  in  this  case,  which  should  be  giv^i  thorough  con- 
sideration in  connection  with  the  revision  of  the  rates  in  the  Mil- 
waukee exchange.  On  the  part  of  the  complainants,  it  has  been 
argued  that  a  rate  should  be  established  for  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  which  would  be  uniform  with  rates  for  the  state  as  a 
whole.  We  are  not  entirely  clear  as  to  whether  or  not  complain- 
ants meant  to  argue  also  that  all  rates  in  the  Milwaukee  exchange 
should  be  the  same  regardless  of  the  nature  of  the  service,  but 
the  inference  seems  to  be  that  complainants  are  contending  for  a 
uniform  rate  for  all  classes  of  service.  It  will  not  require  much 
of  an  explanation  to  demonstrate  the  impossibility  of  complying 
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with  the  wishes  of  the  complainants,  either  a&  to  fi^dng  a  uniform 
rate  for  the  state  as  a  whole^  or  as  to  fixing  a  uniform  rate  for 
all  classes  of  service  in  Milwaukee.  A  uniform  rate  for  the  state 
as  a  whole  cannot  be  justified  as  related  to  the  cost  of  service,  or 
as  related  to  the  value  of  service.  The  Wisconsin  Telephone  Com- 
pany operates  in  Wisconsin  between  seventy  and  eighty  exchanges, 
varying  in  size  from  the  Milwaukee  exchange  to  a  niunber  of  ex- 
changes in  villages  of  only  a  few  hundred,  population.  It  is  self- 
evident  that  the  cost  of  furnishing  service  in  Milwaukee  will,  on 
the  average,  be  much  greater  than  in  the  smaller  exchange.  Invest- 
ment in  Milwaukee  is  greater  per  telephone  installed,  due.  to  the 
requirements  as  to  buildings,  underground  conduit  and  cable,  and 
to  the  more  expensive  types  of  construction  at  other  points  in  the 
system.  Fixed  charges  on  the  investment,  however,  are  not  the 
only  factors  which  go  to  make  up  a  higher  cost  in  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  than  in  other  exchanges  throughout  the  state.  The 
necessity  for  trunking  approximately  60  per  cent  of  the  traffic 
in  the  Milwaukee  exchange  would  in  itself  necessitate  a  higher 
rate  for  Milwaukee  than  for  exchanges  where  no  trunking  is 
required.  As  related  to  the  value  of  the  service,  we  think  that, 
although  the  precise  value  of  the  service  to  any  subscriber  or 
group  of  subscribers  may  be  difficult  to  ascertain,  there  can  be 
no  question  that,  on  the  whole,  telephone  service  is  more  valuaUe 
in  Milwaukee  than  in  smaller  exchanges.  The  exceedingly  large 
number  of  subscribers  who  can  be  reached  through  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  without  the  payment  of  a  toll  rate,  the  comparatively 
large  area  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee,  and  of  the  Milwaukee  ex-* 
change,  and,  for  some  classes  of  subscribers,  at  least,  the  import 
tance  of  the  business  to  be  transacted  by  telephone,  all  tend  to 
make  the  service  of  more  value  than  it  is  in  smaller  communities. 
The  contention  that  rates  in  Milwaukee  should  be  the  same  as  in 
the  rest  of  the  state  appears  to  be  made  merely  because  the  fixing 
of  rates  on  a  uniform  basis  for  the  state  as  a  whole  would 
apparently  result  in  lower  rates  for  the  Milwaukee  exchange 
than  could  be  obtained  by  a  consideration  of  the  cost  of  service 
in  that  exchange  alone.  Complainants  do  not  seem  to  have 
taken  into  consideration  the  effect  which  this  would  have  upon 
the  otlier  exchanges  in  the  state.  If  rates  were  fixed  on  the  same 
level  for  the  entire  state,  it  is  almost  certain  that  the  develop- 
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ment  of  the  telephone  business  outside  of  Milwaukee  would  be 
very  much  retarded,  and  it  is  e^en  probaUe  that  there  would  be 
a  considerable  loss  in  the  number  of  subecribecs  of  other  ex- 
changes. 

To  assume  that  rates  for  all  classes  of  service  in  MUwaukee 
can  be  made  uniform  is  equally  ridiculous.  The  average  cost 
of  telephone  service  in  Milwaukee  for  the  year  1912  was  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $30  per  telephone.  It  seems  inconceivable  that 
the  city  would  seriously  advocate  a  revision  of  the  telephone  rates 
which  would  result  in  raising  the  rate  for  the  residence  four- 
party  nickel  class  which  at  present  averages  only  a  little  over 
$18  per  year,  to  the  average  coet  of  all  telephone  service  in  Mil- 
waukee. At  the  time  of  the  traffic  study  made  by  the  Oommis' 
sion  there  were  about  8,400  four-party  Tesidence  nickel  tele- 
phones. To  increase  the  rate  for  these  telephones  to  the  average 
cost  of  the  service  in  Milwaukee  would  mean  an  increase  of 
about  $12  per  year  for  each  of  these  8,400  subscribers,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  increases  which  would  come  in  other  classes.  Sub- 
scribers taking  the  four-party  residence  nickel  class  of  service 
unquestionably  include  a  very  large  number  who  cannot  afford 
to  pay  much  more  than  $18  per  year  for  telephone  service^  yet 
it  seems  to  be  the  argument  of  the  city  and  of  the  petitioners  that 
these  subscribers,  whose  cost  of  service  as  shown  by  our  cost 
analysis  is  approximately  the  same  as  the  rate  which  they  are 
paying,  should  be  required  to  pay  a  rate  of  approximately  $30 
in  order  that  subscribers  whose  cost  of  service  is  much  more 
than  the  average  revenue  per  telephone  will  be  enabled  to  secure 
service  at  less  than  cost  Even  if  we  were  able  to  accede  to  this 
proposition,  it  is  so  far  at  variance  with  the  attitude  which  the 
city  of  Milwaukee,  through  the  city  attomey^s  office,  has  taken  on 
other  utility  matters  which  have  been  before  the  Commission, 
that  we  cannot  believe  that  it  represents  the  opinion  of  that 
office  as  to  a  just  schedule  of  telephone  rates.  Were  it  not  for 
the  fact  that  this  basis  of  fixing  exchange  rates  in  Milwaukee 
appears  to  be  seriously  advocated  by  counsel  for  the  city  and  for 
petitioners,  it  could  hardly  receive  any  consideration  in  connec- 
tion with  a  review  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange  rate  situation,  and 
even  though  it  is  seriously  supported  by  counsel,  we  find  our- 
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selves  unable  to  accept  this  basis  as  a  reasonable  one  upon  wbich 
to  proceed  in  the  adjustment  of  rates. 

[28]  On  the  part  of  the  company,  it  has  been  contended,  in 
connection  with  this  case,  that  the  Milwaukee  exchange  cannot 
be  considered  entirely  apart  from  the  other  exchanges  and  the 
toll  system  of  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company.  Up  to  this 
point,  petitioners  and  respondent  appear  to  be  in  agreement,  but 
the  company  does  not  go  so  far  as  to  contend  that  rates  should  be 
the  same  in  Milwaukee  as  in  the  other  exchanges.  The  company's 
argument  seems  to  be  rather  that  rates  must  be  adjusted  to  local 
conditions  in  the  various  exchanges,  and  that  even  if  rates  in 
Milwaukee  do  result  in  a  wide  margin  of  profit,  such  a  margin 
should  be  approved  for  the  Milwaukee  exchange  in  order  that 
the  company  may  not  be  handicapped  in  developing  its  business 
in  parts  of  the  state  where  the  business  is  not  at  present  profit- 
able, or,  as  expressed  by  the  general  manager  of  the  company, 
the  ^^fat"  territory  should  be  permitted  to  make  up  for  some  of 
the  losses  in  "lean"  territory.  We  must  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  there  is  some  relation  between  the  development  of  the  tele- 
phone business  in  Milwaukee  and  the  development  in  the  rest  of 
the  state.  Whether  this  will  justify  the  establishment  of  a 
schedule  of  rates  in  Milwaukee  which  will  make  up  for  losses 
which  may  be  incurred  in  other  parts  of  the  state  is  a  serious 
question.  If  all  of  the  exchanges  of  the  Wisconsin  Telephone 
Company  were  operated  by  separate  companies,  it  could  not  be 
urged  that,  because  companies  operating  in  other  localities  were 
not  earning  an  adequate  return,  the  company  in  Milwaukee 
should  be  allowed  to  earn  a  high  margin  of  profit  The  fact  that 
all  of  the  exchanges  are  operated  by  the  same  company  will  not 
alter  this  conclusion,  except  to  the  extent  that  common  owner- 
ship of  the  exchanges  links  their  telephone  requirements  together, 
and  makes  it  beneficial  to  Milwaukee  subscribers  to  have  the 
widest  possible  development  of  the  telephone  business  in  other 
parts  of  the  state.  We  are  aware  that  some  regulating  bodies 
have  held  that  the  business  of  a  telephone  company  should  be 
considered  as  a  whole,  but  we  are  unable  to  join  in  this  opinion. 
Except  as  related  to  other  exchanges  through  the  toll  system  of 
the  company,  the  Milwaukee  exchange  constitutes  practically  a 

separate  entity.     If  we  were  to  hold  that  rates  in  Milwaukee 
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should  be  fixed  with  reference  solely  to  the  condition  of  the  com- 
pany as  a  whole,  we  might  be  led  into  concluding  that  rates  in 
Milwaukee  could  not  be  adjusted  merely  because  the  company 
had  chosen  to  develop  unprofitable  business  in  other  parts  of 
the  state.  While  it  is  probably  true,  therefore,  that  some  con- 
sideration may  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  Wisconsin  Telephone 
Company  is  undertaking  to  develop  a  comprehensive  system  of 
telephone  service  in  the  state  of  Wisconsin,  we  believe  that  the 
principal  consideration  must  be  the  cost  of  furnishing  telephone 
service  in  Milwaukee  as  related  to  the  revenue  which  the  com- 
pany is  deriving  from  that  service. 

[29]  Bate  of  Retum. — Eeturns  ilpon  the  investment  in  this 
case  cover  the  cost  of  the  capital  necessary,  the  compensation  for 
certain  risks  such  as  are  not  covered  in  the  interest  charges,  and 
the  cost  of  such  managerial  expenses  as  are  not  included  in  the 
operating  expenses  proper.  These  costs  are,  in  a  sense,  as  much 
a  part  of  the  cost  of  the  service  as  the  operating  expenses. 

The  cost  at  which  capital  can  be  had  depends  upon  the  market 
rate  for  money  in  similar  undertakings.  In  the  telephone  field 
the  risks  are,  on  the  whole,  regarded  as  somewhat  greater  than 
in  most  other  utilities,  and  the  rates  of  return  on  the  capital 
employed  therein  may  also  have  to  be  somewhat  greater.  During 
the  past  decade  the  cost  of  capital  and  of  the  other  elements  men- 
tioned for  public  utilities  generally  which  are  operating  under 
conditions  that  may  be  regarded  as  normal  has  ranged  from  about 
7  per  cent  to  more  than  9  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  the  plants 
and  their  business.  On  the  bonds,  when  based  on  a  mortgage 
covering  the  entire  value,  and  when  these  bonds  amount  to  about 
two  thirds  of  the  value,  and  when  the  net  earnings  available  for 
returns  have  amounted  to  at  least  twice  as  much  as  the  interest 
charges  on  the  bonds,  the  cost  of  obtaining  the  money  has  not 
often  been  less  than  about  6.5  per  cent  When  that  part  of  the 
capital  which  is  thus  comparatively  well  secured  costs  as  much 
as  this,  it  is  rather  obvious  that  the  balance  of  the  capital  over 
and  above  that  part  which  is  thus  represented  by  the  bonds  must 
cost  a  great  deal  more.  In  fact,  experience  shows  that  for  the 
latter  part  the  cost  is  often  from  two  to  three  times  as  great  as 
for  the  former  part.     This  is  certainly  true  when  the  investment 

is  Based  on  commercial  considerations  alone. 
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The  eo3t  of  the  capital  needed  is  a  part  of  the  cost  of  the 
service  that  in  the  long  run  must  be  borne  if  the  service  is  to  be 
furnished.  This  cost,  like  most  other  costs,  is  fixed  in  the  open 
market  by  economic  forces  over  which  individuals  and  com- 
panies have  little  or  no  control.  The  market  price  for  all  the 
capital  that  is  needed  for  the  service  by  telephone  companies  as 
thus  determined,  when  certain  risks  and  managerial  services  are 
also  included  therein,  is  seldom  less  than  8  per  cent  on  the  fair 
value  of  the  plant  and  the  business* 

[30]  As  we  have  already  stated  in  the  analysis  of  compara- 
tive costs  which  we  have  made,  interest  to  the  extent  of  7|  per 
cent  upon  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property  has  been  included. 
The  full  cost  of  the  service  will  not  be  disclosed  unless  we  add 
to  this,  interest  upon  the  difference  between  the  fair  value  as 
determined  in  this  case  and  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property, 
and  enough  in  addition  to  7^  per  cent  to  constitute  a  reasonable 
return.  In  many  of  its  decisions  where  the  conditions  were 
normal  the  Commission  has  found  the  reasonable  rate  of  return 
to  which  utilities  should  be  entitled  to  be  from  7  per  cent  to  8 
per  cent  of  the  fair  value  of  the  property  and  business.  We 
believe  that  in  the  present  case,  as  for  other  telephone  utilities 
similarly  situated,  the  latter  rate  of  return  is  fully  justified,  not 
only  by  the  facts  which  we  have  mentioned,  but  by  other  con- 
ditions. We  cannot  escape  notice  of  the  fact  that  the  Milwaukee 
exchange  of  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  has  been  and  is 
managed  with  an  exceedingly  high  degree  of  efficiency.  The 
efficiency  obtained  in  the  Milwaukee  exchange  is  shown  both  by 
the  fa(*t  that  the  investment  in  Milwaukee  is  very  low  for  an 
exchange  of  its  size  and  nature,  and  that  the  operating  expenses 
appear  to  be  very  conservative.  This  efficiency,  it  seems,  is  a 
result  both  of  the  efforts  of  the  officials  of  the  Wisconsin  Tele- 
phone Company  and  of  the  relation  between  the  Wisconsin  Tele- 
phone Company  and  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company.  It  may  be  argued  that  every  public  utility  is  expected 
to  conduct  its  business  in  a  reasonably  efficient  manner,  and  this, 
of  course,  is  ime]  but  we  are  dealing  in  the  present  case  with 
what  seeitis  to  be  an  instance  of  unusual  efficiency,  manifested  not 
only  in  the  degree  of  economy  obtained  in  the  construction,  opera- 
tion, and  maintenance  of  the  plant,  but  in  the  relations  which 
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the  company  has  established  and  maintained  with  the  public.  As 
far  as  we  can  determine,  the  officials  of  the  Milwaukee  exchange 
and  of  the  company  have  been  continually  on  the  alert  to  discover 
means  of  conducting  the  business  economically,  and  of  maintain- 
ing desirable  relations  with  the  public. 

The  importance  of  giving  consideration  to  the  character  of 
the  management  in  fixing  upon  the  fair  rate  of  return  is  stated 
by  the  supreme  court  of  Wisconsin  in  Duluth  Street  E.  Co.  v. 
Railroad  Commission,  161  Wis.  245,  P.TJ.R.1915D,  192,  152 
N.  W.  893,  as  follows:  "The  amount  of  this  return  should  be 
governed  to  some  extent  by  the  character  of  the  management.  A 
company  that  is  on  the  alert  to  practice  economies  should  have 
some  part  of  the  saving,  else  there  would  be  no  inducement  to 
reduce  the  cost  of  the  service." 

The  same  court,  in  speaking  of  the  importance  of  a  margin 
above  the  bare  cost  of  conducting  the  business  and  of  providing 
capital,  in  the  case  of  Minneapolis,  St  P.  £  S.  Ste.  M.  B.  Co.  v. 
Railroad  Commission,  136  Wis.  146, 167,  17  L.R.A.(N.S.)  821, 
116  N".  W.  905,  said:  "In  determining  whether  or  not  the  order 
of  the  Conmiission  is  unreasonable,^ it  must  also  be  considered 
that  every  unnecessary  burden  imposed  upon  the  railroad  im- 
pairs its  net  receipts,  and  diminfshea  that  margin,  if  there  be 
one,  between  the  amount  sufficient  to  assure  a  fair  return  on  the 
value  of  its  property,  plus  the  amount  of  its  fixed  charges  and 
operating  expenses,  and  its  gross  receipts.  In  this  margin,  the 
public  and  the  railroad  are  interested,  because  it  is  only  when 
this  exists  that  betterments  in  construction  or  improvements  in 
service  not  imperative  or  indispensable,  or  reduction  in  rates, 
will  ordinarily  be  voluntarily  made  by  the  railroad  or  can  ordi- 
narily be  ordered  or  enforced  by  the  Commission.  We  are  not 
now  speaking  of  those  extreme  cases  where  the  public  duty  must 
be  discharged  whatever  the  financial  consequences  to  the  railroad. 
Covington  &  L.  Tump.  Road  Co.  v.  Sandford,  164  U.  S.  678, 
41  L.  ed.  560,  17  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  198,  and  cases  in  Rose's  Notes; 
3  Cook,  Corp.  4th  ed.  pp.  900,  901,  and  cases  in  notes.  But  in 
ordinary  cases  to  waste  this  margin  is  to  waste  the  fund  in  which 
the  whole  public  is  interested.  This  should  never  be  done  for  the 
benefit  of  the  few  as  against  the  interests  of  many.  It  is  also  to 
be  considered  that  this  margin  ought  not  ordinarily  to  be  ex- 
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hausted  or  swept  away  "by  orders  or  requirements  of  the  Railroad 
Commission  as  fast  as  accumulated,  because  human  nature  or 
railroad  nature  is  such  that  no  one  will  long  economize  on  oper- 
ating or  other  expenses  if  his  economy  only  furnishes  a  larger 
basis  for  further  exactions.  The  rights  of  the  public  and  the 
rights  of  the  railroad  under  this  new  law  must  be  ascertained 
and  developed  by  the  Railroad  Commission  slowly  and  laborious- 
ly, moving  from  precedent  to  precedent  as  new  instances  arise, 
after  the  manner  of  the  common-law  courts.  As  was  said  in  Bates 
V.  Relyea,  23  Wend.  336,  341 :  ^They  [these  instances]  must, 
from  the  nature  of  our  legal  system,  be  the  same  to  the  science  of 
law,  as  a  convincing  series  of  experiments  is  to  any  other  branch 
t)f  inductive  philosophy.'  Patience  on  the  part  of  the  public  and 
on  the  part  of  the  carrier,  and  time,  will  be  necessary.'* 

We  should  call  attention,  also,  to  the  fact  that  the  depreciation 
allowance  which  we  have  included  in  our  cost  analysis  has  been 
based  strictly  upon  the  requirements  upon  a  2  per  cent  sinking- 
fund  basis,  assuming  that  no  extraordinary  condition  leads  to 
the  destruction  of  a  large  part  of  the  property  of  the  exchange. 
In  the  conduct  of  other  lines  of  business,  it  usually  is  considered 
desirable  to  make  provision  for  something  more  than  the  bare 
cost  of  depreciation  as  theoretically  computed.  In  a  business 
which  serves  the  needs  of  the  public  as  widely  as  does  the  Mil- 
waukee exchange,  it  is  important  that  every  assurance  be  given 
that  the  continuity  of  a  high  grade  of  service  should  not  be  inter- 
rupted. Telephone  utilities  are  also  regarded  as  less  well  estab- 
lished in  the  financial  world,  and  subject  to  greater  risks,  than 
is  the  case  for  most  other  classes  of  utilities.  This  also  tends  to 
make  necessary  a  somewhat  higher  rate  of  return  for  the  former 
than  for  the  latter. 

The  complaint  in  this  case  does  not  ask  that  the  Commission 
increase  rates  which  are  found  to  be  less  than  the  cost  of  service, 
yet  we  must  call  attention  at  this  point  to  the  fact  that  our  cost 
analysis  shows  that  for  the  principal  private  branch  exchange 
classes  and  for  the  rural  class,  the  cost  of  service  per  telephone  is 
greater  than  the  average  revenue  per  telephone.  This  excess  of 
costs  over  the  revenue  is  so  great  that  we  are  convinced  that  it 
cannot  be  attributed  to  any  defect  in  the  methods  of  apportion- 
ment used,  or  of  the  data  upon  which  those  apportionments  were 
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based.  Although  our  analysis  of  costs  indicated  that  these  classes 
are  not  meeting  the  full  cost  of  furnishing  them  with  service,  we 
have  not  attempted  to  make  any  revision  of  their  rates  in  con- 
nection with  this  case. 

We  do  not  consider  it  practicable  to  attempt  any  adjustment 
of  the  pay-station  rates  now  in  force.  The  relations  of  the  com- 
pany to  the  parties  on  whose  premises  pay  stations  are  installed, 
and  to  parties  who  use  such  pay  stations  to  secure  their  telephone 
service,  are  so  far  different  from  the  relations  of  the  company  to 
other  classes  of  patrons  that  no  revision  of  pay-station  rates 
seems  to  be  called  for  at  this  time.  The  classes  of  service  for 
which  we  believe  that  reductions  in  basic  rates  should  be  made 
are  the  one-party  unlimited  business,  the  measured  service,  and 
the  nickel  service  classes,  with  the  exception  of  the  four-party 
residence  nickel  class,  which,  it  appears  from  the  cost  analysis, 
is  barely  meeting  the  cost  of  its  service  under  existing  rates. 
With  a  measured  rate  schedule  properly  adjusted,  it  will  be  pos- 
sible for  those  parties  at  present  taking  unlimited  service,  whose 
use  is  so  restricted  that  the  cost  of  furnishing  them  with  service 
is  less  than  the  unlimited  service  rate,  to  secure  equivalent  service 
at  the  measured  service  rate.  The  rate  for  the  two-party  unlimit- 
ed residence  service  will  also  be  slightly  reduced.  The  present 
rate  for  this  service  is  $36  per  year  net  This  rate  will  be  dis- 
continued and  a  r-ate  of  $33  per  year  net  established.  It  has 
been  suggested  by  the  general  manager  of  the  company  that  the 
company  should  refuse  to  enter  into  any  new  contracts  for  four- 
party  unlimited  residence  service  which  now  takes  a  rate  of  $30 
per  year  net.  Instead  of  this,  the  general  manager  suggested  a 
four-party  residence  measured  service  rate  with  a  guaranty  of 
$24  per  year  for  two  calls  per  day  with  excess  calls  at  3  cents 
eacL  If  the  residence  four-party  imlimited  service  is  to  be 
discontinued,  and  there  seem  to  be  adequate  reasons  why,  from 
an  operating  standpoint,  its  extension  is  undesirable,  it  will  be 
important  to  have  an  unlimited  service  rate  at  a  small  increase 
over  the  four-party  unlimited  service  rate  available  for  such 
residence  subscribers  as  really  require  unlimited  service  but  will 
not  use  single-party  lines.  A  rate  of  $33  per  year  for  two- 
party  residence  unlimited  service  should  answer  this  requirement 

Some  complaint  was  made  regarding  charges  for  moving  tele- 
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phones.  We  have  investigated  this  rather  carefully,  and  find 
that  the  cost  of  moving  telephones  is  such  that  a  reduction  of 
charges  for  moving  telephones  cannot  be  ordered. 

[31]  The  only  remaining  matter  to  be  disposed  of  in  connec- 
tion with  this  case  is  the  practice  of  applying  the  rate  for  the 
nickel  classes  of  service  in  the  form  of  a  monthly  guaranty. 
This  was  the  subject  of  a  separate  complaint  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission from  which  a  number  of  signers  later  withdrew  their 
signatures.  Later  an  investigation  on  motion  of  the  Commission 
was  ordered,  but  no  decision  appears  necessary  in  that  case,  as 
the  matter  clearly  comes  within  the  scope  of  the  investigation  in 
this  case.  From  both  accounting  and  operating  standpoints,  it 
appears  undesirable  to  impose  this  rate  in  the  form  of  an  annual 
guaranty.  The  telephone  plant  as  at  present  installed  is  adapted 
to  handle  the  normal  traffic  with  such  peaks  as  are  incidental  to 
the  operation  of  the  plant  The  application  of  the  guaranty  for 
the  nickel  classes  on  an  annual  basis  would  have  a  tendency  to 
increase  the  traffic  from  these  classes  very  materially  during  the 
last  part  of  the  year,  and  we  believe  that  it  is  reasonable  that 
the  practice  of  the  company  of  applying  this  on  a  monthly  basis 
be  approved. 

It  is  therefore  ordered: 

(1)  That  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  shall  discontinue 
its  present  rates  of  its  Milwaukee  exchange  for  claases  of  service 
as  follows : 

Business,  unlimited,  one  party, 

Business,  measured,  one  party, 

Business,  nickel,  one  party, 

Business,  nickel,  two  party, 

Business,  nickel,  four  party, 

Residence,  measured,  one  party, 

Residence,  unlimited,  two  party, 

Besidence,  nickel,  one  party, 

Residence,  nickel,  two  party. 

Residence,  nickel,  four  party, 
— and  put  in  effect  the  following  rates : 

Business,  unlimited,  one  party. — $87  per  year. 

Business,  measured,  one  party. — A  guaranty  of  $46.80  per 
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year  for  1,200  pay  calls  or  less,  with  excess  pay  calls  at  2  cents 
each,  with  a  maximum  of  $92  per  year. 

Business,  nickel,  one  party. — A  guaranty  of  13.5  cents  per 
day  for  three  pay  calls  or  less,  with  excess  pay  calls  at  3  cents 
each. 

Business,  nickel,  two  party. — A  guaranty  of  9  cents  per  day 
for  two  pay  calls  or  less,  with  excess  pay  calls  at  3  cents  each. 

Business,  nickel,  four  party. — A  guaranty  of  6.75  cents  per 
day  for  one  and  one  half  pay  calls  or  less,  with  excess  pay  calls 
at  4  cents  each. 

Residence,  measured,  one  party. — A  guaranty  of  $33  per  year 
for  800  pay  calls,  with  excess  pay  calls  at  2  cents  each. 

Residence,  unlimited,  two  party. — ^A  flat  rate  of  $2.75  per 
month. 

Residence,  nickel,  one  party, — A  guaranty  of  9  cents  per  day 
for  two  pay  calls  or  less,  with  3  cents  per  pay  call  for  the  excess. 

Residence,  nickel,  two  party. — A  guaranty  of  6.75  cents  per 
day  for  one  and  a  half  pay  calls  or  less,  with  excess  pay  calls  at 
3  cents  each. 

Residence,  nickel,  four  party. — A  guaranty  of  5  cents  per  day 
for  one  pay  call  or  less,  with  excess  pay  calls  at  3  cents  each. 

The  present  practice  of  the  company  defining  "pay''  calls  and 
"free''  calls  shall  be  continued. 

(2)  That  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  shall  discontinue 
its  present  schedule  of  excess  radius  charges  for  one,  two,  and 
four  party  service  beyond  the  exchange  limits  of  its  Milwaukee 
exchange,  and  substitute  therefor  a  charge  of  $5.50  per  quarter 
mile  or  fraction  thereof  for  the  distance  beyond  the  exchange 
limits,  to  be  divided  among  the  parties  on  any  line  as  the  present 
charges  are  divided. 

(3)  That  before  the  date  fixed  for  this  order  to  take  effect 
the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  shall  file  with  the  Commis- 
sion a  complete  statement  of  its  rates  for  its  Milwaukee  exchange, 
whether  fixed  by  this  order  or  otherwise  made  effective,  so  stated 
that  monthly  billing  of  all  subscribers  will  be  applicable. 

(4)  That  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  shall  bill  all 

subscribers  of  its  Milwaukee  exchange  monthly,  and  that  the 

practice  of  collecting  for  more  than  one  month  in  advance  shall 

be  discontinued,  except  that  new  subscribers  may  be  required  at 
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the  time  of  signing  contracts  to  pay  for  three  months'  service  in 
advance.  In  the  case  of  such  subscribers,  however,  no  further 
charge  shall  be  made  until  the  period  covered  by  the  original 
payment  shall  have  elapsed«  All  rates  fixed  herein  shall  be  net, 
and  the  company  may  file  with  the  Commission  a  reasonable 
set  of  regulations  providing  gross  rates  somewhat  higher  than 
the  net  rates  to  be  applicable  when  bills  are  not  paid  within  a 
reasonable  period. 

(6)  That  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  be  and  the  same 
hereby  is  authorized  to  put  in  effect  for  its  Milwaukee  exchange 
a  four-party  residence  measured  service  rate,  to  refuse  to  enter 
into  further  contracts  for  residence  four-party  unlimited  service, 
and  to  discontinue  the  four-party  unlimited  residence  service 
within  a  reasonable  time  after  filing  a  rate.  A  rate  made  up  of 
a  guaranty  of  $24  per  year  for  two  pay  calls  or  less  per  day,  and  a 
rate  of  3  cents  per  call  for  excess  pay  calls  will  be  authorized. 

(6)  That  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Company  shall  deliver  to 
all  of  its  subscribers  of  its  Milwaukee  exchange  at  the  time  of  the 
first  billing  under  this  schedule  a  complete  statement  of  rates 
for  all  classes  of  service  furnished  at  its  Milwaukee  exchange, 
witii  such  explanation  as  may  be  necessary  to  a  clear  understand- 
ing of  such  schedules. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  July  1,  1916. 

Eailroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin,  by  Halford  Erickson, 
Carl  D.  Jackson,  and  Walter  Alexander,  Commissioners. 


HASSAOHUSJCTTS  BOARB  OF  GAS  A  EUBSCTBIO  lilGHT 
COMSCISSIOXERS. 

BE  MILPORD  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  &  POWER  COMPANY. 

Electricity  ^  Certificate  of  ctmvenience '^  Constnu^tion  of  tran^mi^ 
sion  line. 

An  electric  utility  that  buys  its  current  for  distribution  may  be 
authorized  to  acquire  a  right  of  way  for  the  construction  of  i^  trans- 
mission line  wholly  within  the  territory  it  is  serving,  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  an  additional  supply,  under  the  provisions  of  f  128,  chap- 
ter 742,  Mass.  Laws  1914. 

[March  20,  1916.] 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Petition  for  authority  to  construct  an  electric  transmission 
line;  granted. 

Appearances :  Guy  W.  Cox  for  the  company ;  Chas.  J.  West- 
on for  Green  Bros. 

By  the  Board:  This  is  the  petition  of  the  Milford  Electric 
Light  &  Power  Company,  under  the  provisions  of  §  128  of  chap- 
ter 742  of  the  Acts  of  the  year  1914,  for  authority  to  construct  a 
line  for  the  transmission  of  electricity,  from  a  point  on  the  bound- 
ary line  between  the  towns  of  Milford  and  Hopedale  to  the  trans- 
former station  of  said  company  to  be  located  on  Pond  street  in 
said  town  of  Milford,  to  be  distributed  and  sold  by  the  petitioner 
in  said  towns  of  Milford  and  Hopedale. 

After  due  notice  as  required  by  the  Board,  both  by  publica- 
tion and  by  personal  service  upon  all  landowners  across  whose 
land  it  is  proposed  to  construct  said  line,  the  Board  held  a  public 
hearing  on  said  petition  in  the  said  town  of  Milford,  at  which 
hearing  the  company  and  certain  landowners  were  represented 
by  counsel. 

Since  1899  the  company  has  purchased  the  electricity  supplied 
to  its  customers  from  the  Milford  &  Uxbridge  Street  Kailway 
Company.  While  the  present  contract  therefor  has  several  more 
years  to  run,  yet  during  the  past  year  the  business  of  the  electric 
light  company  has  outgrown  the  capacity  of  the  street  railway 
company's  plant.  The  proposed  line  is  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing the  additional  supply  needed  from  the  Connecticut  River 
Transmission  Company  in  Uxbridge.  It  will  be  owned  by  the 
Milford  company  as  far  as  the  Hopedale-Upton  boundary. 

It  has  abeady  been  built  into  Hopedale,  and  some  electricity 
has  been  supplied  over  it  to  certain  of  the  Milford  company's 
circuits  during  the  past  winter.  But  for  proper  operation  it  is 
necessary  to  bring  the  line  into  a  transformer  station  in  the 
heart  of  Milford.  Private  rights  of  way  and  locations  for  the 
necessary  crossing  of  the  public  ways  have  already  been  acquired 
in  Hopedale  and  for  mote  than  three  fourths  of  the  length  of  the 
line  in  Milford.  In  fact  there  is  but  once  parcel  of  land  in  Mil- 
ford over  which  the  company  has  been  unable  to  obtain  the  nec- 
essary easement.  The  parcel  in  question  is  on  the  outskirts  of 
the  town,  and  is  used  in  part  for  manufacturing  purposes^  and  the 
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strip  over  which  a  location  is  sought  adjoins  the  New  Haveu 
Railroad  location  between  Granite  street  and  the  power  plant  of 
the  street  railway  company.  The  latter  company  has  access  to 
the  street  OTcr  the  parcel  in  question  by  a  20-foot  right  of  way 
lying  next  to  the  railroad  location.  The  poles  of  the  proposed  line 
are  to  be  set  in  this  20-foot  right  of  way,  and  as  close  as  possible 
te  Ac  said  railroad  location,  and  will  not  interfere  with  the  en- 
joyment of  said  right  of  way  by  those  entitled  to  use  the  same. 

In  passing  upon  the  rates  of  the  Milford  company  a  year  ago 
the  Board  had  occasion  to  say :  "The  company  is  favorably  situat- 
ed for  the  purchase  of  its  electricity  at  a  low  cost>  and  the 
expediency  of  its  continuing  to  be  a  distributer  of  electricity 
merely  is  obvious.  But  it  is  equally  obvious  that  its  present  con- 
tract for  electricity,  however  advantageous  it  may  have  seemed 
when  made,  ie  a  handicap  to  the  reasonable  development  of  the 
company's  business,  and  must  remain  so  until  its  termination 
or  such  increase  in  station  load  and  output  as  will  make  possible 
better  terms  for  the  purchase  of  its  electricity." 

The  proposed  transmission  line  is  in  harmony  with  the  sug- 
gestion then  made. 

Some  question  was  raised  at  the  hearing  as  to  the  expediency 
of  exercising  the  authority  of  the  Board  under  this  section  with 
respect  to  a  line  to  be  erected  by  a  local  supply  company  wholly 
within  the  territory  it  is  serving.  But  in  this  case  the  line  is 
required,  not  for  the  purpose  of  distributing  electricity  in  Mil- 
ford  and  Hopedale,  but  to  obtain  a  supply  of  electricity  from  be- 
yond for  distribution  and  sale  within  their  limits.  Upon  all  of 
the  evidence  submitted  at  the  hearing  and  its  own  investigation, 
the  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  proposed  line  is  necessary 
for  the  transmission  of  electricity  for  distribution  in  Milford  and 
Hopedale,  and  that  its  construction  will  serve  the  ptiblic  con- 
venience and  is  consistent  with  the  public  interest. 
P.U.R.1916a 
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MICHIGAN  RAIIiROAP  OOBIMISSION. 

LANSING  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE,  Petitioner,  and  MICHI- 
GAN PORTLAND  CEMENT  PAVING  COMPANY  et  al.. 
Interveners, 

V. 

MICHIGAN  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY  et  al..  Re- 

spondents. 

[D-946.] 

Bates  —  Ba<IrocMl8  —  Potrer  of  the  CovMniaaion  to  regulate  the  ah' 
sorption  of  sititching  charges. 

The  Michigan  CommiBsion  has  no  pofwer  to  regulate  the  absorp- 
ti<»  of  railroad  switching  charges  except  where  discrimination  is  shown. 

[March  31,  1916.] 

Complaint  that  supplemental  tariffs  governing  the  absorption 
of  switching  charges  were  unreasonable;  the  Commission  having 
no  jurisdiction  of  the  subject-matter,  Supplement  28  to  M.  C.  R. 
R.  Co.,  Tariff  M.  R.  C.  1067,  Supplement  41  to  N.  Y.  C.  E.  R. 
Co.,  Tariff  M.  E.  C.  624,  Supplement  35  to  P.  M.  R.  R.  Co., 
Tariff  M.  E.  C.  1222,  and  Supplement  28  to  G.  T.  Ry.  System, 
Tariff  M.  R.  C.  236,  were  permitted  to  become  effective. 

Appearances :  Mr.  Thomas  Wallace  for  Lansing  Chamber  of 
Commerce;  Mr.  W.  W.  Wicker  for  Michigan  Portland  Cement 
Paving  Company;  Mr.  J.  C.  Graham  for  Jackson  Chamber  of 
Commerce;  Mr.  Frank  Robson,  attorney,  for  Michigan  Central 
Railroad  Company  and  New  York  Central  Railroad  Company; 
Mr.  R.  P.  Paterson,  A.  G.  F.  A.,  for  Pere  Marquette  Railroad 
Company;  Mr.  W.  H.  Spicer,  D.  F.  A.,  for  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way System. 

By  the  Commission:  On  June  15,  1915,  petitioner,  Lansing 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  by  R.  R.  Darwin,  traffic  commissioner, 
filed  a  complaint  alleging  that  said  respondents  had  each  filed 
supplements  to  their  respective  tariffs,  the  same  to  become  effec- 
tive July  1,  1915,  governing  the  absorption  of  switching  charges, 
which  would,  if  permitted  to  become  effective,  work  great  hard- 
ship to  petitioner,  and  asked  that  the  effective  date  of  said  sup- 
plements be  suspended  forty-five  days  pending  investigation  and 
hearing.  The  request  was  granted. 
PU.R.1916C. 
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At  the  hearing  petitioner  and  interveners  contended  that  if  the 
supplements  in  question  were  permitted  to  become  effective  that 
the  respondents  would  thereafter  be  permitted  to  increase  the 
minimum  earning  per  car  which  they  might  enjoy  before  ab- 
sorbing any  portion  of  connecting  lines'  switching  charges  from 
$10  to  $15,  which  same  would  impose  an  additional  and  unrea- 
sonable burden  upon  them. 

For  answer  respondents'  counsel  contended  in  brief  that  the 
Commission  was  without  authority  as  to  the  question  of  absorp- 
tion of  switching  charges  except  in  cases  where  discrimination 
was  shown. 

The  Commission,  after  a  careful  examination  of  numerous 
decisions  and  reading  the  many  cases  passed  upon  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  involving  this  same  question — and 
whose  authority  is  granted  by  a  statute  substantially  the  same  as 
the  Michigan  statute — are  convinced  that  it  is  not  within  the 
power  of  the  Michigan  Kailroad  Commission  to  make  an  order 
in  such  case,  having  no  jurisdiction ;  and  the  complaint  is,  there- 
fore, dismissed. 

LB^fvton  T.  Hemans,  Chairman;  0.  L.  Glasgow  and  C.  S.  Cun- 
ningham, Commissioners. 
P.U.R.1916a 
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ABIUTT  TO  PAT. 

Consideration  of  ability  of  consumers  to  pay,  in  fixing  rates,  see 
Bates,  11. 

ABSORPTION. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  absorption  of  railroad  switching 
cliarges,  see  Rates,  6. 

ACCIDENTS. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  a  specific  annual  allowance  as  protec- 
tion against  extraordinary  accidents,  see  Return,  27. 

ACCOUNTING. 

Price  paid  for  farms,  charged  to  "right  of  way  and  station  grounds" 
but  not  credited  to  that  account  when  sold^  to*  be  deducted  in 
fixing  book  cost,  see  Valuation,  22. 

ACCRUED  DEPRECIATION. 

Sl»'»    ]:i:i  RIXIATION. 

ACCURACY. 

Of  olectric  meters,  see  Sehvicb,  8. 

ADAPTATION. 

See  Valuahon,  57. 

ADDITIONS. 

See  Be-jterments. 

ADVANCE  PAYMENT. 
See  Paymknt,  1. 

AGREEMENTS. 

See  Com R ACTS. 

AGRICULTURAL  POWER. 

Reasonableness  of  rule  requiring  consumer  to  sign  contract  for 
electric  service  for,  see  Service,  5. 

ALTERNATING  CURRENT. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  changing  from  direct  to  alternating  cur- 
rent service,  see  Apportionment,  1. 

Amortization  of  expense  of  eliange  from  direct  to  alternating  cur- 
rent service,  see  Rbttubn,  10. 
P.U.R.1916C.  1103 
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ALTERNATING  CURRENT— continued. 

Method  of  determining  value  of  direct  current  motor  equipment 
rendered  useless  by  substituting  alternating  current  serrice, 
see  Valuation,  2. 

AMORTIZATION. 

Of  losses  and  expenses,  see  Retubn,  10-12. 

ANNUAIi  DEPRECIATION. 

See  Depreciation. 

ANTI-MERGER  IJI.W. 

See  Statutes. 

ANTI-MONOPOLT  UI.W. 

Ordinance  restricting  operation  of  jitneys  as  violating  constitu- 
tional anti-monopoly  provision,  see  Constitutional  Law,  14. 

APPEAI.  AND  REVIEW. 

/.  In  general,  1. 
//.  Final  judgmentf  2j  3. 
Ill,  Scope  of  review  hy  courtf  4,  5. 

I.  In  general. 

Review  by  certiorari,  see  Certiorabi. 

1.  In  a  proceeding  to  fix  the  present  value  of  a  plant,  there  is  no 
error  in  refusing  to  strike  out  doubtful  testimony  as  to  expenditures  for 
betterments,  where  it  is  admitted,  temporarily,  and  the  request  to 
strike  out  is  not  renewed.    Hanover  v.  Hanover  Sewer  Co.  (Pa.)   122. 

II,  Final  judgment, 

2.  Tlie  judgment  of  the  circuit  or  superior  court,  in  an  action 
against  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  vacate  or  enjoin  enforcement 
of  its  order,  contemplated  by  §  83,  Public  Utilities  act  (Acts  1913,  p. 
167),  authorizing  an  appeal,  is  a  final  judgment.  Northern  Indiana  & 
S.  M.  Teleg.  &.  Cable  Co.  v.  People's  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.    (Ind.)   534. 

3.  A  judgment  upon  a  demurrer,  by  the  parties  appearing  as  de- 
fendants in  an  action  to  enjoin  enforcement  of  an  order  of  the  Com- 
mission without  any  disposition  of  the  cause  as  to  the  parties  not  ap- 
pearing, but  served  with  process,  is  not  a  final  judgment  from  which 
an  appeal  may  be  taken  under  §  ^3,  Public  Utilities  act  (Acts  1913, 
p.  167).  Northern  Indiana  &  S.  M.  Teleg.  &  Cable  Co.  v.  People's  Mut. 
Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  534. 

///.  Scope  of  review  by  court. 

Power  of  courts  to  review  Commission's  determination  of  question  of 
necessity  of  taking  property  for  rapid  transit  purposes,  see  Com- 
missions, 4. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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APPEAL  AND  REVIEW— continued. 

4.  Under  the  New  York  rapid  transit  act,  the  good  faith  of  the 
Commission  in  its  action  in  respect  to  the  taking  of  property  for  rapid 
transit  purposes  is  not  subject  to  review  by  the  courts.  Re  Public 
Service  Commission,  First  Dist.   (N.  Y.)  547. 

5.  Tlie  courts  will  presume  that  a  Railroad  Commission  order  regu- 
lating train  service  is  reasonable,  and  will  sustain  it  unless  it  clearly 
appears  to  be  unjust  and  unreasonable.  Railroad  Commission  v.  St. 
Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Ala.)  451. 

APPLICATION  FOR  SERVICK 

Reasonableness  of  rule  requiring  application  foT  service  to  be  Id 
writing,  see  Service,  3. 

APPORTIOlfMEKT. 

J.  In  case  of  single  tUility,  i— II. 
a.  Electricity,  1. 
&.  Gas  and  electric^  2. 
e.  RaUroadSy  d— ^. 
d.  Telephones,  <7. 
II.  In  case  of  joint  enterprise* 

J.  In  case  of  single  uUUt^» 
a.  Electricity, 

1.  Upon  direct  current  motor  equipment  being  made  useless  by 
the  substitution  of  alternating  current  service,  which  reduces  utility 
operating  expenses,  but  gives  this  consumer  no  benefit  not  received 
by  others,  the  consumer  should  lose  the  amount  of  his  equipment  depre- 
ciation ;  and  the  utility  should  stand  the  cost  of  making  the  change,  and 
either  purchase  the  equipment  at  its  present  service  value  for  direct 
current,  or  pay  the  diiTerence  between  such  value  and  the  secondhand 
value.    Jackman  v.  Janesville  Electric  Co.   (Wis.)   400. 

b.  Gas  and  electric, 

2.  Rent  of  general  offices  used  by  the  gas  and  electric  departments 
of  a  utility  should  not  be  apportioned  without  regard  to  the  incomes. 
Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (111.)   281. 

c.  Railroads. 

3.  Operating  expenses  of  an  intrastate  railroad  carrying  passengers 
on  mixed  trains  only  were  apportioned  under  a  formula  based  fundamen- 
tally upon  gross-ton  miles  for  separating  passenger,  carload,  and  lees 
than  carload  service,  and  net-ton  miles  for  separating  intrastate  from 
interstate  service  without  an  excess  cost  for  either  service,  the  result 
being  within  1  per  cent  of  an  apportionment  on  the  basis  of  only  groes- 
ton  miles.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  <Mo.)  607. 

4.  In  apportioning  the  revenues  of  an  intrastate  railroad  between 
P.U.R.1916C.  70 
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interstate  and  intrastate  service,  freight,  switching,  and  car  service 
revenues  were  located  direct  to  intrastate  and  interstate  as  actually 
reserved;  passenger  and  excess  baggage  revenues  to  intrastate,  no  in- 
terline tickets  being  honored;  mail  revenue  to  intrastate,  the  company 
having  no  responsibility  beyond  its  lines;  and  storage  from  less  than  car- 
load traffic,  telephone  revenue,  rents,  and  miscellaneous  to  intrastate. 
Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   607. 

5.  The  apportioning  of  the  value  of  railroad  property  between  in- 
terstate and  intrastate,  passenger  and  freight,  carload  and  less  than  car- 
load services,  is  largely  dependent  upon  the  basis  used  in  apportioning 
expenses.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)   607. 

d.  Telephanea. 

6.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  various  classes  of  telephone  service  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  reasonableness  of  rates,  the  Wisconsin 
Commission  apportioned  the  cost  among  the  various  classes  of  service 
and  reapportioned  in  certain  instances  group  expenses  allocated  to  a 
class,  according  to  the  intercommunication  between  classes,  explaining 
in  detail  the  methods  employed  in  apportioning  the  various  items. 
Bogart  V.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.)    1020. 

II,  In  catte  of  joint  enterprise. 

Requiring  city  to  bear  portion  of  cost  of  abolishing  grade  crossing  when 
railroad  charter  imposes  duty  not  to  obstruct  highway  as  impairing, 
obligation  of  contract,  see  Constitutional  Law,  5. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  apportion  cost  of  separating  crossing  grades 
of  railroad  track  between  city  and  railroad  as  unlawful  delegation 
of  powers,  see  Constitutional  Law,  12. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  require  city  to  bear  portion  of  cost 
of  separating  crossing  grade  of  railroad  track  and  city  street,  as 
proper  exercise  of  police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  ]3. 

APPRECIATION. 

Allowance  for  value  of  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Valuation,  57, 
72. 

ARIZONA. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  question  whether  con- 
sumer has  misappropriated  service,  see  Commissions,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  issuance  of  equipment  trust  cer- 
tificates, see  Sbcuiutt  Issues,  9. 

AUTO-BUS    LINE. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  operation  of,  see  Automobilbb,  1. 

AUTOMOBXLE8. 

I,  Certificate  of  oont>enienee  far  operation  of,  a9  oomtnon  our- 
rIerSf  1, 
II.  Jitney  regtilations,  ;&— 4. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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I.  Certificate  of  convenience  for  operation  of,  cw  common 

carriers, 

« 
Ordinance  reBtricting  operation  of  jitneys  as  violating  constitutional 

anti-monopoly  provision,  see  Conbtitutioxal  Law,  14. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  competing  auto  bus  lines  on  rural  state 
highways,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  1. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  operation  of  auto  bus  lines  In  city  as  part 
of  a  route  over  a  rural  state  highway,  see  Monopoly  and  Com- 
petition, 6. 

1.  In  the  absence  of  authority  to  regulate  competitive  operation  over 
a  rural  state  highway,  certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  will  be 
granted  for  the  terminal  operation  of  auto  bus  lines  in  a  city  as  parts 
of  competitive  operation  over  such  highway,  although  one  line  can  give 
sufficient  service,  where  the  city  consents  to  the  operation  and  the  car- 
riers enjoy  considerable  patronage.    Re  Bartholomew  (N.  Y.)  87. 

//.  Jitney  reffulations. 

Jitney  ordinance  increasing  license  fees  as  impairing  contract  obligation, 
see  CoNsnTLTiONAL  Law,  4. 

Right  of  jitnpy  operator  to  complain  of  ordinance  authorizing  suspen- 
sion or  revocation  of  license  on  conviction  for  violation,  see  CoN- 

STITltTIONAL   LaW,   6. 

Jitney  ordinance  requiring  license,  operation  over  a  fixed  route  and  in- 
demnity bonds  as  taking  property  without  compensation,  see  Con- 

STITrTIONAL  LAW,   7. 

Separation  of  jitneys  from  taxicabs,  other  rent  cars,  and  street  rail- 
ways for  municipal  regulatibn,  see  Constitutional  Law,  8rl0. 

Ordinance  requiring  license  fees  of  $10  for  jitneys,  $3  for  taxicabs,  and 
nothing  for  street  railways  as  violating  couHtitutional  guaranfy 
of  equal  rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10. 

Requiring  jitneys  to  furnish  indemnity  bonds  when  none  is  required 
•f  taxicabs,  other  rent  cars  and  street  railways  as  violating  con- 
stitutional guaranty  of  equal  rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10. 

Power  of  court  of  exclasive  civil  jurisdiction  to  inquire  into  validity 
and  to  restrain  enforcement  of  criminal  jitney  ordinance,  see 
Courts,  1. 

Injunction  to  prevent  inforcement  of  criminal  jitney  ordinance,  see  In- 
junction, 2. 

2.  A  jitney  ordinance  requiring  a  license,  a  foi'  of  $10,  operation 
over  a  fixed  route,  a  bond  to  pay  damages  arising  from  wrongful  opera- 
tion, and  otherwise  regulating  jitneys,  is  authorized  by  charter  power 
to  enact  and  enforce  ordinances  necessary '  to  protect  health,  life,  and 
property;  to  prevent  and  remove  nuisances;  to  preserve  and  enforce 
good  government,  order,  and  security;  and  to  have  and  enjoy  general 
police  powers.     Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth    (Tex.)    565. 

3.  >ii  ordinance  requiring  a  jitney  operator  to  pay  a  license  fee 
of  $10  doos  not  contlict  with  article  8,  §  2,  of  the  Texas  Constitution, 
P.U.R.lOiOC. 
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that  occupation  taxes  shall  be  equal  and  tiniform  upon  the  same  class 
of  subjects,  since  the  fee  is  not  an  occupation  tax,  and  even  if  it  were 
such  a  tax,  it  makes  no  discrimination  between  members  of  tiie  same 
class.    Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth  (Tex.)  565. 

4.  The  fact  that  jitney  operators  cannot  pay  the  large  premium 
demanded  on  bonds,  required  by  ordinance,  to  pay  damages  arising  from 
wrongful  operation,  or  that  they  will  suffer  pecuniary  injury  from  the 
enforcement  of  the  ordinance,  does  not  per  *e  establish  its  invalidity. 
Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft  Worth  (Tex.)  565. 

BAGGAGE. 

Amount  of  baggage  carried  free  on  railroads,  see  Rates,  36. 

BETTERMENTS. 

Allowance   in   rate  valuation   for   interest   during  construction   of 

additions,  see  Valuation,  43. 
Right  to  capitalize  value  of  betterments  paid  for  out  of  earnings, 

see  Valuation,  68. 

BIIX8  FOR  SERVICE. 

Payment  of,  see  Payhbnt. 

BLOCK  RATES. 

See  Rates,  28. 

BONDHOIJ>ER8. 

Right  to  notice  of  application  for  authority  to  issue  additional 
bonds,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  1. 

BOHBS. 

Indemnity  bonds  for  operation  of  jitney,  see  Automobulbs,  2,  4. 

Acquisition  of  stock  and  bonds  of  connecting  interurban  railway,  see 
Consolidation,  Mergeb  and  Sale,  2. 

Validity  of  ordinance  requiring  jitney  operator  to  give  indemnity 
bond,  see  Constitutional  Law,  9,  10. 

Discount,  commissions  and  expenses  in  connection  with  approval, 
issuance,  and  sale  of  bonds  to  be  amortized,  see  Return,  12. 

Issuance  of,  see  Sbcubity  Issues. 

Ground  for  revoking  order  authorizing  additional  txmd  issue,  see 
Secitrity  Issues,  2,  3. 

Right  of  bondholders  to  notice  of  application  for  authority  to  issue 
additional  bonds,  see  Security  Issi'es,  1. 

Proportion  of  bonds  to  stock,  see  Security  Issues,  15. 

Allowance  for  premiums  paid  on  bonds  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valu- 
ation, 89. 

BOOK  VAum: 

As  measure  of  value  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  20- 
23. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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BRITISH  THERMAL  UNIT. 

As  standard  for  gas,  see  Service,  19. 

RITII.DIN08. 

Allowance  in  rate  valuation  for  value  of  buildings  required  to 
house  unnecessary  equipment,  see  Valuation,  62. 

RURBEN  OF  PROOF. 

See  Evidence,  1-3. 

RUSINESS  DEPRESSION. 

Utility  to  bear  loss  incident  to  general  business  depression,  see 
Return,  2. 

BUSINESS  TELEPHONE  RATES. 

Propriety  of  having  business  telephones  bear  portion  of  rate  in- 
crease where  residence  rate  is  below  cost  of  service,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 8. 

Use  rather  than  location  of  telephone  as  determining  classification 
as  residential  or  business,  see  Rates,  45. 

Unlimited  business  rates  for  telephones,  see  Rates,  50. 

BUS  LINE. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  operation  of,  see  Automobiles,  1. 

BT-PRODUCTS. 

Right  to  include  in  allowance  for  materials  and  supplies  in  gas 
plant  rate  valuation,  by-products  obtained  by  converting  coal 
into  gas,  see  Valuation,  77. 

•CABLES. 

See  Wires  and  Cables. 

<;alifornia. 

Applicability  of  California  statute,  prohibiting  sale  or  encumbrance 
of  utility  property,  to  transfer  in  favor  of  a  political  subdivi- 
sion of  the  state,  see  Consoudation,  Merger  and  Sale,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  reissuance  of  stock  bought  in  by 
utility  at  an  assessment  sale,  see  Security  Issues,  8. 

Policy  of  California  Commission  not  to  authorize  stock  to  be  sold 
at  less  than  80  to  85  applicable  to  reissue  of  stock  bought  at 
an  assessment  sale,  see  Secttsitt  Issues,  16. 

CANDLE  POWER. 

As  standard  for  gas,  see  Service,  19. 

<7APITAL. 

Consideration  of  return  necessary  to  attract  capital  in  fixing  rate 
of  return,  see  Return,  28,  29. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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CAPITAI.  STOCK. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubitt  Issues. 

CARRIERS. 

See  also  Automobiles;  Interubban  Railways;  Railboads;  Stber 

Railways. 
Operation   of   interstate  trains   in   state  by  a  carrier   having  no 

authority  to  operate  outside  state  as  interstate  commerce,  see 

COMMEBCE,   1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  regulate  competition  on  rural  state 
highways  between  auto  bus  lines  and  other  carriers,  see  Mo- 
nopoly AND  Competition. 

CARRYING    CHARGE. 

By  supply  company,  as  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  19. 

CARS. 

Right  of  shipper  calling  for  car  of  specified  size  to  have  shipment 
billed  at  minimum  weight  applicable  to  equipment  ordered, 
see  Rates,  42. 

CASH  DEPOSIT. 

As  security  for  payment,  see  Payment,  2-5. 

CASUAI.TIE8. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  a  specific  annual  allowance  as  protection 
against  extraordinary  accidents,  see  Retubn,  27. 

CERTIFICATE  OF  CONVEHIEHCE  AND  NECE88IT7. 

For  operation  of  automobiles  as  common  carriers,  see  Autokobiles, 
1. 

For  construction  of  electric  transmission  lines,  see  Electbicity,  1. 

Utility  authorized  to  operate  throughout  a  town  not  obliged  to 
secure  approval  to  operate  in  village  carved  out  of  such  town, 
see  Fbanchises,  3. 

For  operation  in  occupied  territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Competi- 
tion, 2-10. 

For  auto  bus  line  in  city  as  part  of  a  route  over  a  rural  state 
highway,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  6. 

1.  Priority  will  determine  which  of  two  applications  for  certificates 
of  convenience  and  necessity  to  construct  plants  in  the  same  territory 
will  be  granted,  if  all  other  facts  and  circumstances  are  equal.  Re  Wil- 
cox (Idaho)  35. 

2.  A  preliminary  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the 
construction  of  a  gas  plant  will  not  be  granted,  although  a  properly  or- 
ganized system  might  be  made  useful  and  profitable,  where  applicant 
has  submitted  a  highly  inflated  estimate  of  cost,  no  steps  have  been 
taken  to  secure  a  franchise,  and  applicant  has  not  shown  his  ability  to 
finance  the  project.     Re  Forney   (Cal.)   786. 

3.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  a  gas  plant  should 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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be  granted  to  one  who  has  assured  himself  of  the  feasibility  of  the 
enterprise,  has  the  necessary  capital  at  his  command,  and  will  not  have 
to  bond  the  plant  unduly,  and  who  will  build  it  within  a  definite  time, 
in  preference  to  a  promoter  who  merely  wishes  to  get  control  of  the 
field  so  as  to  enlist  capital.    Re  Wilcox  (Idaho)  35. 

CERTIORARI. 

Amount  ordered  set  aside  for  depreciation  not  reduced  pending 
certiorari  to  review  legality  of  order,  see  Pbocedure,  1. 

1.  Certiorari  is  a  common-law  writ  which  issues  in  the  soimd  judi- 
cial discretion  of  the  court  to  an  inferior  court,  not  to  take  the  place 
of  a  writ  of  error  or  an  appeal,  but  to  cause  the  entire  record  of  the 
inferior  court  to  be  brought  up  by  certified  copy  for  inspection,  in 
order  that  the  superior  court  may  determine  from  the  face  of  the 
record  whether  the  inferior  court  has  exceeded  its  jurisdiction,  or  has 
not  proceeded  according  to  the  essential  requirements  of  the  law,  in 
cases  where  no  direct  appellate  proceedings  are  provided  by  law.  State 
V.  Live  Oak,  P.  &  G.  R.  Co.   (Fla.)   524. 

2.  On  certiorari  the  court  issuing  the  writ  considers  only  the  face 
of  the  record  of  the  inferior  court.  Matters  in  pais  are  not  within  the 
purview  of  the  writ.    State  v.  Live  Oak  P.  &  G.  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  624. 

3.  A  petition  for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  review  the  proceedings  and 
judgment  of  a  court  should  make  it  appear  that  an  illegal  proceeding 
appears  by  the  face  of  the  record  complained  of.  State  v.  Live  Oak, 
P.  k  G.  R.  Co.    (Fla.)    524. 

4.  Where  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  affirming  a  judgment 
of  the  county  judge's  court,  considered  with  reference  to  the  pleadings 
aad  record  proper  in  the  county  judge's  court,  is  not  in  accordance  with 
the  essential  requirements  of  law,  the  judgment  of  affirmance  may  be 
quashed  on  certiorari.    State  v.  Live  Oak,  P.  &  G.  R.  Co.  tFla.)  524. 

5.  Certiorari  does  not  lie  to  review  an  intermediate  order  of  the 
California  Comniiseion  which  merely  overrules  a  demurrer  alleging 
that  the  defendant  is  not  a  public  utility,  and  consequently  not  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Holabird  v.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion (Cal.)  458. 

CHARGES. 

See  Rates. 

CHARTER. 

See  also  Fbanchisss. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  authorized  by  charter,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  2,  3. 

Requiring  cities  to  bear  portion  of  cost  of  abolishing  grade  cross- 
ings when  railroad  charter  imposes  duty  not  to  obstruct  high- 
way as  impairing  contract  obligation,  see  Constituttonal 
Law,  5. 

Duty  of  turnpike  company  to  fulfil  charter  obligation,  see  SEBViCEy 
36. 
P.UJL1916a 
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Half  rates  for,  on  interurban  railways,  see  Rates,  29. 
Free  or  reduced  railroad  rates  for  children,  see  Rate3,  34. 

CIRCUIT  BREAKERS. 

Duty  of  electric  utility  to  furnish,  see  Sebvice,  18. 

CITIES. 

See  Municipalities. 

cnni.  ACTION. 

Mandamus  as  "civil  action"  within  meaning  of  statutes  providing 
for  removal  of  causes  from  a  state  to  a  Federal  court,  see 
Removal  of  Causes,  1. 

CI.ASS  liEGISI^ATIOH. 

See  Constitutional  Law,  8-10. 

COLORADO. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of  steam  for  heating 
purposes,  see  Public  Utilities,  1. 

COBOCERCE. 

/.  In  general,  1,  2. 
II,  State  interference  tcith,  S— 5. 

/.  In  general, 

1.  The  operation  of  interstate  trains  in  a  state  by  a  carier  haviag 
no  authority  to  operate  outside  the  state  is  interstate  commerce.  Mi»* 
souri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Tex.)  586. 

2.  It  is  no  part  of  interstate  commerce  to  sell  natural  gas  to  the 
consumers  thereof  in  this  state,  where  the  gas  sold  is  produced  in  both 
Kansas  and  Oklahoma,  and  that  produced  in  Oklahoma,  after  being 
conveyed  in  pipe  lines  to  this  state,  is  so  commingled,  in  the  pipe  lines 
conveying  the  same,  with  the  gas  produced  in  this  state,  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  separate  or  distinguish  that  produced  in  Oklahoma  from  that 
produced  in  Kansas,  and  after  being  so  commingled  it  is  conveyed  from 
city  to  city  throughout  the  state,  and  is  there  sold  to  the  consumers 
thereof.     State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly  (Kan.)   810. 

II.  State   inierferenoe   toith. 

3.  A  State  Railroad  Commission,  in  the  absence  of  Federal  legis- 
lation on  the  subject,  may  order  interstate  trains  to  wait  thirty  min- 
utes at  a  point  for  connections.  Missouri,  K.  ft  T.  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Tex.) 
585. 

4.  An  order  requiring  two  interstate  passenprer  trains  to  stop  at 
small  towns  is  an  unreasonable  restraint  upon  interstate  commerce, 
where  it  appears  that  the  stops  will  prevent  the  making  of  an  inter- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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state  connection  and  the  meeting  of  competition,  that  the  towns  are 
served  by  one  local  and  two  fast  trains  each  way  daily,  and  that  any 
inadequacy  in  such  service  can  be  corrected.  Railroad  Commission  v. 
St.  Louis  k  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Ala.)  451. 

5.  Assuming  that  the  sale  of  natural  gas  produced  in  Oklahoma, 
from  there  transported  into  this  state  through  pipe  lines  and  here  sold 
to  consumers  throughout  the  state,  is' interstate  commerce,  it  is  not  na- 
tional in  its  nature,  it  does  not  admit  of  one  uniform  system  of  regula- 
tion, it  is  not  that  kind  of  interstate  commerce  which  requires  exclu- 
sive legislation  by  Congress,  and,  until  Congress  acts,  it  is  under  the 
control  of  this  state.    State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly  (Kan.)  810. 

OOMMISSIOH  EXPENSES. 

Expenses  incurred  in  rate-making  proceeding  as  operating  expense, 
see  Retubn,  25. 

COBOfflSSIONS. 

1.  JurUfdictiofif  powers,  and  duties,  i— 7. 

a.  Over  particular  Jcinds  of  questions,  1— 0. 

b.  Over  particular  Mnds  of  corporations, 

c.  Over  receivers,  7. 
r/.  Orders, 

Review  by  court  of  orders  of  Commissions,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 
Authorizing  Commission  to  apportion  cost  of  separating  crossing  grades 

of  railroad  track  between  city  and  railroad  as  unlawful  delegation 

of  powers,  see  Co^sstitutional  Law,  12. 
Faet  tliat  electric  utility  violates  its  charter  in  the  method  of  generating 

power  as  precluding  Conunission  from  authorizing  construction  of 

transmission  line,  see  Electricity,  2. 
Mandamus  to  control  action  of  Commission  as  to  ministerial  act,  see 

Mandamus,  5. 
Discretion   of   court   in   granting  or   refusing   preliminary   injunction 

against  Commission  pending  hearing  of  the  case,  see  Injunction,  1. 

/•  Jurisdictioti,  powers,  and  duties, 
a.  Over  particular  Jcinds  of  questions. 

Over  consolidation,  merger  and  sale,  see  Consolidation,  Merger  and 
Sale,  4-6. 

Over  location  of  whistling  post  at  highway  crossings,  see  Crossings,  3, 
4. 

To  establish  joint  rates  upon  ordering  physical  connection  between  tele- 
phones see,  Intercorporate  Relations,  1. 

To  establish  rules  and  regulations  upon  ordering  physical  connection  of 
telephones,  see  Intercorporate  RpiJkTiONS,  2. 

To  regulate  competition,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  1. 

Over  rates,  see  Rater,  3-8. 

Over  issuance  of  securities,  see  Security  Issues,  0-10. 

As  to  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  Seevics,  1,  2. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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1.  The  Arizona  Commission  cannot  pasa  upon  the  question  whether 
a  public  utility  consumer  has  misappropriated  service.  Bertram  v. 
Pacific  Gas  &  £.  Co.   (Ariz.)   410. 

2.  The  Idaho  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine  whether 
a  utility  has  a  valid  franchise  from  the  city  in  which  it  operates 
Cceur  d'Alene  v.  Interstate  Utilities  Co.    (Idaho)   438. 

3.  The  New  York  Commission  cannot  determine  whether  a  li)2:ht- 
ing  district  in  a  town  has  been  legally  established.  He  Colliers  Light, 
Heat  &  P.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   212. 

4.  Under  the  Now  York  rapid  transit  act,  the  Commission  hai 
exclusive  jurisdiction  to  determine  the  question  of  the  necessity  of  tak- 
ing property  for  rapid  transit  purposes,  and  its  action  cannot  be  inter- 
fered with  by  the  court  in  the  absence  of  some  statute  conferring  ex- 
press power  upon  the  court  to  review  it.  Re  Public  Service  Commission, 
First  Dist.   (N.  Y.)   547. 

6.  There  is  no  such  substantial  variance  between  a  northerly  railroad 
terminus  fixed  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  that  authorized 
in  the  certificate  of  incorporation  as  to  make  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sion void  within  the  rule  that  the  Commission  is  bound  by  the  descrip- 
tion in  the  certificate,  where  the  real  objective  northerly  point  is  com- 
plied with,  where  the  certificate  fixes  the  easterly  or  westerly  location 
approximately  only,  and  where  the  terminus  of  the  Commission  route 
is  only  1,700  feet  east  of  that  described  in  the  certificate.  People  ex  rel. 
New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.  v.  New  York  Public  Service  Commission 
(N.  Y.)    219. 

6.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  enforce  §  1388b, 
Stat.  1913,  making  it  the  duty  of  railroads  to  construct  their  roadbeds 
so  as  not  to  interfere  with  percolating  or  surface  waters,  and  conferring 
a  right  of  action  in  favor  of  landowners  injured  by  the  stoppage  of 
such  water,  by  virtue  of  the  general  provisions  contained  in  §  179T — 
31,  Stat.  1913,  declaring  that  the  Commission  shall  have  power  to  en- 
force all  laws  relating  to  railroads,  upon  the  ground  that  the  Commis- 
sion's jurisdiction  is  limited  to  administrative  investigations  and  orders 
relative  to  the  rates,  services,  and  duties  of  utilities  in  which  the  public 
are  interested  and  the  enforcement  of  laws  such  as  §  1388b,  in  the  sense 
of  ascertaining  the  meaning  and  application  to  the  case  in  hand  and 
pronouncing  judgment,  is  a  judicial  function.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 
V.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  595. 

b.  Over  particular  Icinds  of  otMrporaiions, 

To  regulate  sale  of  steam  for  heating  purposes,  see  Public  Utilitibs,  1. 
Over  hotel  company  operating  telephone  system,  see  PUBUO  Utiutibs, 
2,3. 

o.  Over  receivers. 

7.  Receivers,  properly  appointed  by  a  court  of  oompelent  jurisdic- 
ition,  in  possession  of  and  operating  a  public  utility  in  this  state,  are  un- 
der the  control  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  the  same  manner 
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and  to  the  same  extent  as  the  owners  of  the  utility  would  be  if  they 
were  operating  the  public  utilities  themselves.  State  ex  rel.  Caster  v. 
Flannelly   (Kan.)   810. 

//.  Orders. 

Orders  of  Commissions,  see  Orders. 

COBOfflSSIONS  AND  FEES. 

License  fees  for  operation  of  jitneys,  see  Automobiles,  2-4. 

Jitney  ordinance  increasing  license  fees  as  impairing  contract  obli- 
gation, see  Co.xsiiTVTioi^AL  Law,  4. 

License  fee  of  $10  for  jitneys,  while  taxicabs  and  other  rent  cars 
pay  $3  and  street  cars  pay  nothing  as  violation  of  constitu- 
tional provision  of  equal  rights,  see  CONSTrruTiONAL  Law,  10. 

Commissions  and  expenses  in  connection  with  approval,  issuance 
and  sale  of  bonds  to  be  amortized,  see  Return,  12. 

Reconnect  ion  fee  where  electric  service  has  been  cut  off  for  mis- 
appropriation of  electricity,  see  Service,  12. 

COMMODITIES. 

Consideration  of  weight,  liability,  and  class  of  equipment  used  in 

fixing  freight  rates,  see  Dibcbuhnahon,  6. 
Railroad   rate  for  transporting    lumber   held  discriminatory,   see 

Discrimination,  7. 
Rates  for  ginning  cotton,  see  Evidence,  2. 
Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  storage  of  grain  under  North 

Dakota  statute,  see  Rates,  8. 
Factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates  for  ginning  cotton,  see 

Rates,  15.  , 

Steamship  lumber  rates,  see  Rates,  43. 

COMMON  CARRIERS. 

See  Carriers. 

COMPARISON  OF  COSTS. 

Of  producing  gas  in  other  cities,  see  Return,  21. 
Of  generating  electricity  by  steam  and  by  water  power,  see  Valua- 
tion, 113-116. 

COMPARISON  OF  RATES. 

Comparison  of  telephone  rates  prior  and  subsequent  to  consolida- 
tion, in  fixing  rate,  see  Rates,  12. 
For  interurban  railways,  see  Rates,  28. 
Comparison  of  natural  gas  industrial  rates,  see  Rates,  30. 
Comparison  of  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  37. 

COMPENSATION. 

Ordinance  regulating  operation  of  jitneys  as  taking  property  for 
public  use,  without  compensation,  see  CoNSTnruTioNAL  Law,  7. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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See  Monopoly  and  Competitiok. 

COMPUTATION. 

Of  depreciation,  see  Depbextiation,  2-9. 

CONDITIONS. 

Imposed  upon  authorizing  issuance  of  securities,  see  Securitt  Is- 
sues, 14. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  require  consumers  to  sign  contract  as 
condition  precedent  to  service,  see  Sebvice,  4-6. 

Right  to  require  electric  consumer  to  give  right  of  way  beyond  his 
installation  as  condition  precedent  to  service,  see  Service,  15. 

Right  to  require  electric  consumer  to  waive  future  damages  from 
defective  wiring  as  condition  precedent  to  service,  see  Service, 
16. 

CONFISCATION. 

Return  in  excess  of  2i  per  cent  for  sewer  company  not  confiscatory, 
see  Rates,  17. 

CONNECTED  LOAD. 

Klectric  rates  based  on  connected  load  rather  than  upon  maximum 
demand  preferable  for  small  consumers,  see  Rates,  21. 

CONNECTIONS. 

See  Physical  Connections;'  Sebvioe  Connections. 

CONSOLIDATION,  MERGER  AND  SALE. 

I.  In  general,  I—;?. 
//.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  Commissions,  4^0. 

/.  In  general. 

State  regulation  of  sale  of  natural  gas  produced  in  another  state*  see 

Commerce,  5. 
Rate  restriction  in  franchise  of  absorbed  company  as  affecting  rates 

of  consolidated  company,  see  Rates,  18. 

1.  The  prohibition  in  §  11,  act  March  4,  1913  (chap.  150,  37  Stat, 
at  L.  974),  relative  to  the  disposition,  owna^hip,  voting,  or  eontrolKng 
by  one  public  utility  of  the  stock  or  bonds  of  another  public  utility, 
exists  only  in  case  prior  approval  by  the  District  of  Columbia  Commis- 
sion, as  provided  in  paragraph  54  of  §  8  of  that  act,  has  not  been 
obtained.    Re  Washington  &  R.  R.  Co.  (D.  C.)  516. 

2.  An  inter  urban  railway  was  authorized  to  acquire  the  stock  and 
bonds  of  a  connecting  road  where  the  consolidation  would  result  in  its 
operation  as  a  part  of  a  group  of  railways  under  a  common  manage- 
ment, and  would  be  in  furtherance  of  the  public  interest.  Re  Washing- 
ton t  R.  R.  Co.  (D.  C.)   516. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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3.  The  purchase  ot  a  telephone  system,  made  without  the  consent  of 
the  Commission,  at  a  price  in  excess  of  its  value,  may  be  approved  upon 
condition  that  neither  the  Commission  nor  any  other  rate- fixing  body 
shall  be  bound  by  the  selling  price.     Re  Bell   (Cal.)   135. 

//.  Jurisdiction,   powers  and   duties   of   Commissions. 

4.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  is  without  power  to  order  the  con- 
solidation of  competing  telephone  exchanges.  Whittenberg  v.  Taloga  & 
D.  C.  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)   104. 

5.  The  New  York  Commission  cannot  order  the  dissolution  of  con- 
solidated corporations  or  decree  a  restoration  of  property  legally  trans- 
ferred.   Board  of  Trade  v.  Mountain  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  688. 

6.  The  California  Public  Utilities  act  prohibiting  the  sale  or  en- 
cumbrance of  the  property  of  a  utility  necessary  or  useful  in  the  per- 
formance of  its  duties  applies  to  a  transfer  to  or  an  encumbrance  in 
favor  of  a  political  subdivision  of  the  state.  Naismith  v.  Brookdale 
Land  Co.  (Cal.)  781. 

CONSTITVTIONAI.  I.AW. 

I.  Impairment  of  contracts,  i-^. 
//.  IHie  process  of  law,  O,  7. 
til.  Class   legislation ,    S^IO, 
IT,  DelCf/atfon  of  powers,  11,  13, 
V,  Police  poicers,    IS, 
VI,  Anti-monopoly  provision,   14. 

License  fee  of  $10  for  jitneys  as  violating  constitutional  provision  that 
occupation  taxes  shall  be  equal  and  uniform,  see  AutomobiI/E,  3. 

/.  ImpaimtetU  of  contracts, 

1.  A  valid  ordinance  contract  fixing  maximum  sewer  rates  does 
not  preclude  a  Public  Service  Commission  from  establishing  a  higher 
rate.    Re  Burlington  Sewerage  Co.  (N.  J.)  505. 

2.  The  Colorado  ComQiission  has  jurisdiction  to  require  a  public 
utility  to  eliminate  diHcriminatory  rates,  although  contracts  with  con- 
sumers or  municipal  franchise  contracts  are  involved,  unless  the  Con- 
stitution or  the  legislature  of  the  state  has  expressly  delegated  to  the 
municipality  the  power  to  contract  inviolably  for  rates  for  the  period 
covered  by  tlie  franchise  granted.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat,  & 
P.  Co.   (Colo.)   464. 

3.  The  disapproval  by  a  Commission,  in  order  to  prevent  ruinous 
competition,  of  a  street  lighting  contract,  authorized  by  a  utility  charter, 
does  not  impair  the  obligation  of  the  charter  although  the  utility  was 
incorporated  prior  to  the  creation  of  the  Commission,  since  the  dis- 
approval is  a  valid  exercise  of  the  police  power.  Re  Jenkins  Twp.  Klec- 
tric  Ught,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.    (Pa.)    511. 

4.  A  jitney  ordinance  increasing  a  fee  over  that  paid  by  oper- 
ators under  a  prior  ordinance  does  not  unconstitutionally  impair 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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the  obligation  of  a  contract,  particularly  where  the  new  ordinance  pro- 
vides for  a  new  license  for  the  unexpired  term  or  the  refunding  of  the 
fee  for  sucli  term.    Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth  (Tex.)   565. 

5.  An  accepted  railroad  charter  imposing  a  duty  not  to  obstruct 
any  hi^'hway  crossing  does  not  preclude  a  city  from  being  required  to 
l:e:ir  a  part  of  the  cost  of  separation  of  grade  crossings,  on  the  theory 
that  the  charter  provision  is  a  contract  that  cannot  be  impaired  by 
subsequent  legislation,  because  such  provisioh  is  merely  a  police  regu- 
lation; and  because,  even  if  it  were  a  contract,  it  would  be  one  w^ith 
the  state  which  cannot  grant  away  its  right  to  make  or  change  such 
regulations.    Milwaukee  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  592. 

//.  Due  process  of  law, 

6.  Jitney  operators  cannot  complain  that  an  ordinance  authorizing 
the  suspension  or  revocation  of  a  license,  on  a  showing  of  conviction 
for  a  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contravenes  a  constitutional  guaranty 
of  due  process  of  law,  where  they  are  operating  under  a  prior  ordinance 
containing  the  same  provision.  Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth  (Tex.) 
565. 

7.  A  jitney  ordinance  requiring  a  license,  a  fee  of  $10,  operation 
over  a  fixed  route,  a  bond  to  pay  damages  arising  from  wrongful  opera- 
tion, and  otherwise  regulating  jitneys,  does  not  violate  a  constitutional 
provision  that  property  shall  not  be  taken,  damaged,  or  destroyed  for 
public  use  without  adequate  compensation  being  made.  Auto  Transit 
Co.  v   Ft.  Worth  (Tex.)  565.  ^ 

///.  Cl€i8S  legisiatian, 

8.  Jitneys  may  be  separated  from  taxicabs,  other  rent  cars,  and 
street  railways  for  the  purpose  of  municipal  regulation.  Auto  Transit 
Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth   (Tex.)   505. 

9.  An  ordinance  requiring  a  jitney  operator  to  give  a  bond  to  pay 
damages  arising  from  wrongful  operation  does  not  discriminate  in  not 
requiring  a  bond  of  the  driver  of  a  taxicab,  rent  car,  or  private  car, 
since  jitney  operation  is  the  more  dangerous.  Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft. 
Worth    (Tex.)    565. 

10.  An  ordinance  requiring  a  license  fee  of  $10  for  jitneys,  while 
taxicabs  and  other  rent  cars  pay  only  $3,  and  a  street  railway  pays 
nothing,  and  that  requires  the  execution  of  a  bond  to  pay  damages 
arising  from  wrongful  operation,  while  none  is  required  of  taxicabs, 
other  rent  cars,  and  the  street  railway,  is  not  obnoxious  to  a  constitu- 
tional guaranty  of  equal  rights.  Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth  (Tex.) 
565. 

IV »  Delegation  of  powers, 

11.. The  power  deelpated  by  the  legislature  to  the  Oklahoma  Cor- 
poration Commission  to  prescribe  rates  is  not  in  conflict  with  the  Con- 
stitution, article  4,  §   1,  and  was  delegated  pursuant  to  Constitution, 
article  9,  §  18.    Oklahoma  Gin  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.)  22. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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12.  There  is  no  unlawful  delegation  of  legislative  power  to  an  ad- 
ministrative body  by  a  statute  (Wis.  Stat.  1913,  §  1797-12e)  authoriz- 
ing a  Railroad  Commission  to  require  a  city  to  bear  a  part  of  th*'.  cost 
of  separation  of  crossing  grades  of  railroad  tracks  and  city  streets,  upon 
ordering  such  change  in  the  interest  of  public  safety.  Milwaukee  v. 
Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  592. 

F.  Police  powers, 

13.  A  statute  (Wis.  Stat.  1913,  §  1797— 12e)  authorizing  the  Rail- 
road Commission  to  require  a  city  to  bear  a  part  of  the.  coat  of  separa- 
tion of  crossing  grades  of  railroad  tracks  and  city  streets,  upon  order- 
ing such  change  in  the  interest  of  public  safety^  is  a  proper  exercise  of 
the  police  power.    Milwaukee  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  592. 

F/.  AnU'tnonopoly  provision. 

14.  An  ordinance  rentricting  the  operation  of  jitneys,  that  does  not 
disclose  on  its  face  the  creation  of  a  monopoly  in  favor  of  street  cars, 
taxicabs,  or  other  rent  cars,  does  not  violate  a  constitutional  anti- 
monopoly  provision.    Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth   (Tex.)   565. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  EQUIPMENT, 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  changing  from  direct  to  alternating  cur- 
rent service  where  consumer's  equipment  is  made  useless,  .see 
Apportionment,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  as  to  location  of  railroad,  see  Commissions,  5. 

Mandamus  to  compel  enforcement  of  order  requiring  construction 
of  depot  in  manner  violating  municipal  ordinance,  see  Manda- 
mus, 7. 

Right  of  shipper  calliug  for  car  of  speciiied  size  to  have  shipment 
billed  at  minimum  weight  applicable  to  equipment  ordered, 
see  Rates,  42. 

Subsidiary's  payment  to  parent  company  for  lease  of  instruments  as 
operating  expense,  see  Return,  18. 

Allowance  for  equipment  in  excess  of  present  needs  in  rate  valu- 
ation, see  Valuation,  62,  63,  64,  06. 

CONSUMERS  ANB  PATRONS. 

Apportiomiient  of  cost  of  changing  from  direct  to  alternating  cur- 
rent service  where  conisunier's  equipment  is  made  useless,  see 
Apportionment,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  question  whether  consvniier  had 
misappropriated   service,   see   Commissions,   1. 

Lower  rates  to  large  consumers  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 1. 

Requiring  farmers  to  sign  contract  providing  that  electric  bills 
shall  be  a  lien  on  land  as  discrimination,  see  DiscRrMiNATioN, 
16. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Requiring  consumer  to  guarantee  safety  of  money  deposited  in  pre- 
payment meters,  see  Payment,  2,  3. 

Reasonableness  of  contract  providing  that  service  bill  may  be  a  lien 
on  consumer's  land,  see  Payment,  4. 

Rates  selected  by  consumer  not  to  be  changed  without  notice  from 
consumer,  see  Rates,  1. 

Consideration  of  ability  of  consumers  to  pay  in  fixing  ratei,  see 
Rates,  11. 

Right  of  interurban  railway  to  increase  rates  notwithstanding  ob- 
ligations to  patrons  along  line  to  retain  rates,  see  Rkturn,  3. 

Reasonableness  of  rule  requiring  written  applications  and  contracts 
for  service,  see  Sebvice,  3-6. 

When  to  pay  for  initial  service  connections,  and  disconnections  and 
reconnections,  see  Service,  9. 

Not  to  pay  for  service  pipes  from  mains  to  premises,  see  Sebvick, 
11. 

Reconnection  fee  where  electric  service  has  been  cut  oflf  for  misap- 
propriation of  electricity,  see  Service,  12. 

Right  to  require  consumer  to  grant  free  right  of  way  beyond  his  in- 
stallation as  condition  precedent  to  electric  service,  see  Service, 
15. 

Right  to  require  electric  consumers  to  waive  future  damages  for  de- 
fective wiring,  see  Service,  16. 

CONTRACTORS'    PROFITS. 

Amount  allowed  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  63. 

CONTRACTS. 

Impairment  of  contract,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1-5. 
Lower  rates  for  natural  gas  to  patrons  signing  three-year  exclu- 
sive contract  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  2. 
Reasonableness  of  contract  providing  that  service  bill  shall  be  a 

lien  on  consumer's  land,  see  Payment,  4. 
Increase  in  rates  over  maximum  fixed  by  ordinance  contract,  sea 

Rates,  17. 
Rates  restriction   in  franchise  of  absorbed  company  as  affecting 

rates  of  consolidated  company,  see  Rates,  18. 
Right  of  interurban  railway  to  increasp  rates  in  spite  of  obligations 

to  patrons  along  line  to  retain  r^tes,  see  Retitin,  3.  *" 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  continuance  of  service  under 

terms  of  an  expired  contract,  see  Service,  2. 
Reasonableness  of   rule   requiring  consumers   to   sign   contract   as 

condition  precedent  to  service,  see  Service,  4-0. 
Enforcement  of  landowner's  agreement  to  provide  access  to  station, 

see  Service,  25. 

1.  The  approval  of  a  municipal  street  lighting  contract  will  not  be 
revoked  merely  because  the  secretary  of  the  Commission  did  not  per- 
form a  promise  to  notify  a  company  having  a  prior  unexpired  oontract, 
when  the  contract  in  question  was  presented  for  approval,  where  it  ap- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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pears  that  Buch  nonperformance  was  due  to  failure  to  give  the  secre- 
tary the  name  of  the  contractor,  that  the  Commission  rules  providing 
for  notice  by  newspaper  advertisement,  but  not  for  actual  notice,  were 
followed,  and  that  the  pc>titioner's  knowledge,  acquired  prior  to  the 
approval,  that  a  new  contract  had  been  made,  had  put  it  upon  inquiry 
to  discover  the  advertisement.  Re  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat 
&P.  Co.  (Pa.)  428. 

OOKTRIBirilSD  PROPERTY. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation. 

OOMVENIENCIi. 

See  C'ERTiFirATE  of  Convenience  and  Kboissitt. 

OORPORATIOK8. 

See  Public  Utilities. 

COST  OF  PRODUCTION. 

See  Production  Cost. 

COST  OF  RSPRODirCTION* 

See  RKPBODrcTiON  Cost. 

COST  OF  REPRODUCTION  NEW  I.E88  DEPRECIATION. 

See  Repboduction  Cost  Less  Depbeciation. 

COST  OF  SERVICE. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  rates,  see  Hates,  11,  13. 

As  basis  for  fixing  telephone  rates  for  various  classes  of  service, 

see  Rates,  48. 
Consideration  of  cost  of  furnishing  service  in  a  particular  locality  as 

related  to  revenues  received  from  that  service  in  determining 

reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Retubx,  9. 
Consideration  of  cost  of  rurai  party  line  rather  than  each  telephone 

thereon  in  determining  average  cost  per  station  for  excliange, 

operation,  and  maintenance,  sec  Return,  14. 

COSTS  AND  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment. 

Amortisation  of  expenses,  see  RFrruBX,  10-12. 

Carrying  charge  by  supply  company  as  operating  expense,  see  Re- 
tubn,  19. 

Expenses    incurred    in    ratemaking    proceedings    as    operating   ex- 
pense, see  Return,  25. 

Security  issues  for,  see  Security  Issues,  13. 

Allowance  for  overhead  expenses,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Val- 
uation, 33-54. 

Consideration  of  development  costs  in  fixing  going  value,  see  Val- 
uation, 91-105. 
P.U.R.1916C.  71 
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Comparison  of  cost  of  generating  electricity  by  steam  and  by  water 
power,  see  Valuation,   113-116. 

COTTON. 

Rates  for  ginning  cotton,  see  Evidence,  2. 

Factors  to  be  considered  for  fixing  rates  for  ginning  cotton,  see 
Rates,  16. 

COURTS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  receivers  appointed  by  courts  to 
operate  public  utilities,  see  Commission,  7. 

Dismissal  of  <|afi^pdaiBi;8,and  injunction  proceeding  where  contro- 
versy has  been  settled,  see  Pbocedube,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  utility  operated  by  re? 
ceiver,  see  Rates,  7. 

Jurisdiction.  - 

On  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

To  review  Commission's  determination  of  necessity  of  taking  prop^ 

erty  for  rapid  transit  purposes,  see  Comhibsigns,  4. 
Discretion  of  court  as  to  issuance  of  writ  of  certiorari,  see  Ceb- 

^lORARI,  1. . 

Discretion  of  court  in  granting  or  refusing  preliminary  injunction 
against  Commission  pending  hearing  of  the  case,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 1. 

Mandamus- to  control  action  of  Commission  or  to  enforce  Commis- 
siop  orders,  see  Mandamus. 

Necessity  of  exhausting  remedy  through  Commission  to  compel  ef- 
ficient service  before  resorting  to  the  courts,  see  Mandamus,  3. 

Removal  of  causes  from  state  court  to  Federal  court,  see  Removal 
of  Causes. 

1.  Altliough  a  court  is  of  exclusive  civil  jurisdiction,  it  may  in- 
quire into  the  validity  of  a  criminal  jitney  ordinance  and  restrain  an 
enforcement  which  will  destroy  property  rights.  Auto  Transit  Co.  v. 
Ft.  Worth  (Tex.)  565. 

2.  The  district  court  of  Montgomery  county,  in  an  action  there 
pending,  appointed  receivers  to  take  charge  of  and  operate  the  property 
of  a  public  utility,  and  afterward,  on  the  application  of  the  receivers, 
made  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  party  defendant  in  that  action. 
A  petition  against  the  Commission  was  then  filed  in  the  action  by  the 
receivers,  and  summons  was  issued  out  of  the  court  and  served  on  the 
Commission  in  Shawnee  county.  In  this  petition  the  receivers  asked 
that  the  Commission  be  enjoined  from  enforcing  certain  orders  made 
by  it  at  Topeka,  in  Shawnee  county.  Held,  that  the  district  court  did 
not  thereby  obtain  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  could  not  make 
any  lawful  order,  or  render  any  valid  judgment  against  the  Commission. 
State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly  (Kan.)  810. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Power  of  court  of  exduBive  civil  jurisdiction  to  inquire  into  valid- 
ity and  to  reatrain  enforeement  of  criminal  jitney  ordinance, 
see  Courts,  1. 

Injunction  to  prevent  enforcement  of  criminal  jitney  ordinance,  see 
Injunction,  2. 

CROPS. 

Utility  to  bear  loss  incident  to  crop  failure  and  general  business 
depression,  see  RFruRN,  2, 

CROSSINGS. 

/.  EHtabUshing  grade  oro9»ingSf  1^  2. 
II.  Jurisdiction,  poioers,  and  duties  of  Commission,  8,  4. 

Requiring  city  to  bear  portion  of  cost  of  abolishing  grade  crossing 
when  railroad  charter  imposes  duty  not  to  obstruct  highways,  as 
impairing  obligation  of  contract,  see  Constitutional  Law,  5. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  apportion  cost  of  separation  of  crossing 
g^ade  of  railroad  track  between  city  and  railroad  as  unlawful 
delegation  of  legislative  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  12. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  require  city  to  bear  portion  of  cost 
of  separating  crossing  grade  of  railroad  track  and  city  street,  as 
proper  exercise  of  police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  13. 

J.  Establishing  grade  crossings, 

1.  The  Massachusetts  Commission  will  not  permit  the  construc- 
tion of  an  electric  railway  at  grade  across  a  railroad,  under  §  21  of 
part  I.  of  chapter  463  of  the  Acts  of  1906,  unless  the  advantages  clearly 
and  largely  outweigh  the  disadvantages.  Re  Lowell  &  F.  Street  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)   137. 

2.  Street  railway  companies  whose  lines  terminated  on  either  side 
of  a  railroad  were  authorized  to  connect  their  tracks  along  a  highway 
crossing  the  railroad  at  grade,  where  the  connection  would  enable 
patrons  to  make  a  continuous  trip  within  a  town  for  a  single  fare,  the 
view  was  unobstructed,  stops  at  an  adjacent  station  reduced  the  speed 
of  all  trains,  and  traffic  conditions  did  not  warrant  a  change  of  grade. 
Re  Lowell  &  F.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  137. 

//.  JuvisdU'tionf  potters,   and  duties  of  Commission. 

Location   of  whistling  posts, 

3.  A  Commission  cannot  authorize  a  railroad  to  vary  the  statutory 
location  of  whistling  posts  at  a  highway  grade  crossing,  under  a  statute 
(Pub.  Stat.  chap.  159,  §  6)  limiting  its  authority  to  the  entire  aboli- 
tion of  whistling  at  such  crossings,  although  such  variance  will  afford 
as  much  protection  as  whistling  at  the  statutory  distance.  Re  Boston  & 
M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  426. 

4.  Ko  order  from  a  Commission  is  necessary  for  the  location  of 
r.U.R.1916C. 
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whistling  posts  at  a  different  distance  from  private  railroad  crossings 
than  is  prescribed  by  a  statute  regulating  highway  crossings.  Re  Boston 
&  M.  R.  Co.   (N.  H.)   426. 

DAMAGES. 

Indemnity  bonds  to  pay  damages  arising  from  wrongful  operation 
of  jitneys,  see  Automobiles,  2,  4. 

Riglit  to  require  electric  consumer  to  waive  future  damages  for  de- 
fective wiring,  as  condition  precedent  to  service,  see  Service,  16. 


Consideration  expressed  in  railroad  right  of  way  deeds  as  prima 
facie  evidence  of  cost,  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  70. 

When  telephone  company  not  to  be  held  responsible  for,  see  Sebv^ 
ICE,  33. 

DEFINITION. 

Functional  depreciation,  see  Deprexmation,  1, 
Physical  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  1, 
Overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,  33,  34. 

DEIXGATION  OF  POWERS. 

See  Constitutional  Law,  11,  12. 

DEPOSIT. 

As  security  for  payment,  see  Payment,  2-5. 

DEPOTS. 

See  Stations  and  Stops. 

DEPRECIATION. 

/.  In  genevQl,  1. 
II,  Computation  of,  2-^, 

a.  Method  of  computing,  ^—4. 

h.  Factors  to  be  considered,  5—9. 
///.  Funds  or  reserves,  10^12, 
IV.  Rate  of  depreciation,   13—23. 

a.  In  general,  13, 

h,  AUowances  held  reasonable,  14— t9d. 

1,  Electricity,  14. 

2,  Gas,   16. 

3,  Telephones,    ie—21, 

4,  Water,  22,  23. 

I.  In  general. 

Increase  telephone  rates  to  provide  for  replacement  and  reconstruction, 
although  past  surplus  has  been  used  for  construction  instead  of  de- 
preciation, see  Retusn,  6. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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Allowance  for  interest  during  constriietion  to  be  depreciated  in  fixing 

reproduction    cost   new    less   depreciation   in   rate   valuation,   see 

Valuation,  44. 
No  depreciation  of  working  capital,  see  VALUAnoN,  82. 

1.  Depreciation  as  an  element  in  rate  making  is  physical,  due  to 
wear  and  tear,  and  functional,  due  to  inadequacy  and  obsolescence;  the 
depreciation  of  both  classes  being  also  divided  into  complete,  whicb 
represents  that  part  of  the  equipment  which  has  perished  as  useful 
property,  and  incomplete,  which  represents  the  impairment  in  value  of 
parts  that  remain  in  use.  Springfield  v.  Springfield  Qas  &  £.  Co.  (111.) 
281. 

II,  Computation  of. 

a.  Method  of  oompwting. 

2.  The  Illinois  Commission  prefers  the  straight-line  method  of  esti- 
mating the  annual  depreciation  of  utilities.  Springfield  v.  Springfield 
Gas&£.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

3.  The  accrued  depreciation  of  a  telephone  plant  may  be  fixed  by 
finding  the  annual  rate  of  depreciation  from  an  assumed  life  expectancy, 
and  multiplying  the  age  in  service  of  the  system  by  such  rate,  and  not 
by  the  present  physical  condition  as  determined  by  inspection.  Re  Chesa- 
peake &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

4.  In  estimating  accrued  depreciation  in  a  rate  valuation,  the  Wis- 
consin Commission  will  not  resort  to  the  inspection  method  alone,  as 
the  use  of  life  tables  is  considered  preferable;  proper  recognition  being 
given  to  local  conditions,  such  as  standards  of  maintenance,  climatic 
Conditions,  growth  of  the  community,  as  bearing  upon  probable  inade- 
quacy or  obsolescence.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Go.  (Wis.)  1020. 

5.  Factors  to  he  considered, 

5.  The  fact  that  property  has  been  kept  up  to  a  high  level  of  efii- 
ciency  should  be  considered  in  ascertaining  its  accrued  depreciation.  Re 
Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.   (Md.)   025. 

6.  An  estimate  of  accrued  depreciation,  although  not  representing 
an  actual  expenditure,  was  taken  into  consideration  in  connection  with 
an  allowance  for  depreciation  reserve,-  in  ascertaining  operating  ex- 
penses.   Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

7.  No  deduction  should  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  accrued 
depreciation  of  a  telephone  plant  that  is  as  good  as  new  and  capable  of 
giving  100  per  cent  service,  although  three  and  one-half  years  have  been 
spent  of  a  depreciable  life  of  sixteen  years.  Cceur  D'Alene  v.  Interstate 
Utilities  Co.  (Idaho.)  438. 

7a.  A  deduction  for  accrued  depreciation,  both  physical  and  func- 
tional, must  be  made  from  the  undepreciated  value  of  a  gas  plant  in 
fixing  the  value  for  rate  making,  even  though  the  utility  is  giving  100 
per  cent  service,  particularly  where  the  depreciation  has  been  met  and- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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pftid  back  to  the  investors.     Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co. 

(111.)  28L 

8.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  telephone  service,  no  allowance  was 
made  for  depreciation  on  furniture,  tools,  and  teams  where  they  were 
carried  on  the  books  of  the  company  as  a  direct  charge  to  various  clear- 
ing  accounts.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

9.  In  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  utility  made  up  of  various  consoli- 
dations and  mergers,  no  allowance  should  be  made  for  depreciation  that 
accrued  before  the  company  acquired  the  property,  where  the  property 
was  taken  over  at  its  then  present  value.  Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey 
Gas  Co.  (N.J.)  163. 

Ill,  Funds  or  reserves. 

Amount  ordered  set  aside  for  depreciation  not  reduced  pending  cer- 
tiorari to  reduce  legality  of  order,  see  Procedure,  1. 

Consideration  of  amount  of  the  return  upon  depreciation  fund  reinvested 
in  plant  in  fixing  annual  depreciation-  allowance  on  sinking  fund 
basis,  see  Retubn,  33. 

Allowance  in  valuation  proceeding  for  property  purchased  from  depre- 
ciation reserve  fund,  see  Valuation,  67. 

10.  Utility  stockholders  are  not  entitled  to  dividends  until  a  proper 
depreciation  reserve  is  set  up.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.) 
925. 

11.  A  telephone  company  is  entitled  to  rates  sufficient  to  create  and 
maintain  a  reserve  for  accruing  depreciation,  although  inadequate  pro- 
vision  has  been  made  in  the  past.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.) 
925. 

12.  A  telephone  company  was  authorized  to  create  a  reserve  for 
depreciation  whose  normal  average  maximum  shall  be  20  per  cent  of 
the  value  of  physical  property.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.) 
926. 

IV.  Rate  of  depreciation. 

a.  In  general. 

13.  Sixteen  years  was  taken  as  the  life  expectancy  of  a  telephone 
system  in  fixing  the  depreciated  value  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Chesa- 
peake &  P.  Teleph.  Co.   (Md.)  925. 

h.  Alloicances  held  reasonable. 

1.  Electricity. 

14.  An  electric  depreciation  annuity  was  computed  on  a  6  per  cent 
sinking-fund  basis.  East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Aaso.  v.  San  Joaquiii 
Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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2.  Oas, 

15.  An  allowance  of  1.89  per  cent,  equal  to  0.5  cents  a  1,000  feet  of 
gas,  was  held  sufficient  for  annual  depreciation  in  fixing  gas  rates. 
Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  £.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

3,  Telephones. 

16.  In  determining  cost  of  telephone  service,  depreciation  was  com- 
puted on  a  2  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis  upon  the  cost  new  of  the  prop- 
jwty,  less  scrap  value.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

17.  An  allowance  for  annual  depreciation  of  4.27  of  the  cost  of  repro- 
duction of  a  telephone  exchange  on  a  2  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis, 
although  deemed  reasonable  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission  for  the  pur- 
pose of  cost  analysis,  was  declared  insufficient  as  a  practical  operating 
expense,  the  company  being  held  entitled,  for  that  purpose,  to  not  less 
than  5  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  physical  property.  Bogart 
V.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)   1020. 

18.  An  annual  depreciation  allowance  of  6.67  per  cent  under  the 
straight-line  method  was  made  in  ascertaining  the  net  revenue  of  a 
telephone  company.  Cceur  D'Alene  v.  Interstate  Utilities  Co.  (Idaho) 
438. 

19.  An  annual  allowance  of  6.25  per  cent  was  made  for  depreciation 
of  a  telephone  system,  to  be  continued  until  a  depreciation  reserve  of 
20  per  cent  of  the  physical  property  was  established.  Re  Chesapeake  & 
P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

20.  An  allowance  of  8.938  per  cent  was  made  for  depreciation  in  fix- 
ing rates  for  a  telephone  plant,  a  part  of  which  was  made  up  of  old 
open-wire  construction  which  would  depreciate  very  rapidly.  Re  Long 
Prairie  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.)  141. 

21.  Rural  telephone  depreciation  should  be  charged  off  at  the  rate  of 
10  per  cent  of  original  cost  for  the  first  year,  and  at  the  same  rate  on 
the  remainder  at  the  end  of  each  succeeding  year,  provided  no  prior 
allowance  has  been  made.  Lambert  v.  Northern  I.  k  M.  Power  Go. 
(Mont.)   145. 

•    4.  Water. 

22.  An  annual  allowance  of  $2,500  for  depreciation  reserve  was  held 
to  be  sufficient  for  a  water  utility  valued  for  rate  making  at  $150,000. 
Re  Cripple  Creek  Water  Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

23.  In  fixing  the  operating  expeiyses  of  a  water  system,  an  allowance 
of  5  per  cent  was  made  for  depreciation,  upkeep,  and  repairs  of  a  poorly 
constructed  plant  having  steel  mains  with  a  shorter  life  than  cast  iron. 
Thorn  v.  Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  406. 

DEPB£CIATION   RESERVE. 

See  Depreciation,  10-12. 

DEPRESSED  BUSINESS  CONDITIONS. 

Utility  to  bear  loss  incident  to  crop  failure  and  general  business 
•    depression,  see  Retubn,  2. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Consideration  of,  in  fixing  going  y&iue,  see  Valuation,  91-106. 
Security  issues  for,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  13. 

DIRECT  CURREirr  SERVICE. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  changing  from  direct  to  alternating  cur- 
rent service,  see  Appobtionment,  1. 

Amortization  of  expense  of  change  from  direct  to  alternating  cur- 
rent service,  see  Return,  10. 

Method  of  determining  value  of  direct  current  motor  equipUMUt 
rendered  useless  by  substituting  alternating  current  senriei^ 
see  Valuation,  2. 

DISCARDED  PROPERTY. 

See  Pbopebtt  not  in  Use. 

DISOONKECTIOK. 

Of  service,  consumers  to  pay  for,  when,  see  Service,  9. 

DISCONTINXTAIVCE  OF  SERVICE. 

When  railroads  will  not  be  required  to  discontinue  nonpaying  ILm^ 
to  decrease  general  operating  looses,  see  Return,  13. 

Qf  both  gas  and  electric  service  where  consumer  has  misappropri- 
ated electricity,  see  Sbbviob»  13. 

IHESCKyUllT. 

Waiver  of  collection  of  discount  on  bill  not  paid  during  discount 
period*  as  discrimination,  see  Disgrimination,  17. 

For  prompt  payment,  see  Payment,  0. 

Discounts  in  connection  with  the  sale  of  bonds  to  be  amortised, 
see  Return,  12. 

DISCRETION. 

Of  court  in  issuing  writ  of  certiorari,  see  Certiorari,  1. 

Discretion  of  Court  in  granting  or  refusing  preliminary  injunction 
against  Commission  pending  hearing  of  the  case,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 1. 

Of  court  as  to  issuance  of  writ  of  mandamus,  see  Mandamus,  1. 

discrhciitation. 

1.  BateB,  I9  10, 

a.  Concessions  to  special  classes  of  consumers,  i,  2. 

1.  Large  consumers,   1, 

2,  Long   term   contract  consumers,  2» 

5.  Discrimination  hy  particular  tUUitieSf  S-'IO, 

1.  Interurhan  raUtoays,  d— »5. 

2.  Railroads,  O,   7. 

3.  Telephones,  8^tO. 
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MM.  Service,  11-^  IS. 

a.  By  electric  campaniea,  11, 

h.  By  natural  gas  eom/panies,  12. 

e.  By  railroad  companies,  13^1  S* 
m.  Payment,  le,  17. 

a.  As  to  aecurity  for  payment,  16. 

h.  As  to  discoutU  for  prompt  payment,  17* 

I.  Rates. 

Power  of  Commission  to  eliminate  discriminatory  rates  where  contracts 
with  consumers  and  municipal  franchise  contracts  are  involved, 
see  CoNSTirrTioNAL  Law,  2. 

Changes  in  rates  producing  inadequate  return  to  eliminate  discrimina- 
tion, see  Rates,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  under  North  Dakota  statute  to  require  ware- 
houses to  charge  for  storagi'  of  grain  in  absentee  of  showing  that 
it  results  in  abuses  of  anti -discrimination  act,  see  Rates,  8. 

a.  Concessions  to  special  classes  of  consumers. 

1.  Large  consumers, 

1.  A  distributing  company  cannot  be  said  to  furnish  electricity  to 
a  large  consumer  at  too  low  a  rate  as  compared  with  that  charged 
others,  it  appearing  that  the  company  purchases  its  current  at  a  very 
much  lower  rate  l)y  reason  of  the  amount  taken  by  the  large  customer, 
that  there  is  little  additional  labor  required  in  serving  such  customer, 
that  the  net  income  of  the  company  from  the  sale  of  current  to  such 
customer  is  more  than  one  half  of  its  total  net  income,  and  that  the 
loss  of  current  in  supplying  other  customers  is  very  large  and  the  cost 
of  the  service  much  greater.  Wellsburg  v.  Tri-State  R.  &  Electric  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  258. 

2.  Long  term  contract  consumers. 

2.  A  natural  gas  company  does  not  unreasonably  discriminate  in 
refusing  the  benefit  of  a  low  rate  except  to  patrons  signing  a  three-year 
exclusive  contract,  whore  the  same  terms  apply  to  all  users,  and  where 
the  utility  has  made  its  investment  without  a  franchise  and  without  a 
monopoly.    Southern  Oil  Co.  v.  Yale  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  93. 

5.  Discrimination  by  p<Mrticular  %UUities. 

1.  Interurban  railti>ays. 

3.  Differences  in  interurban  railway  rates  due  to  inequalities  in 
a  6-cent  zone  fare  system  rather  than  to  differences  in  the  cost  of  the 
service  or  in  the  distances  hauled  are  unjustly  discriminatory.  Linde- 
mann  v.  Chicago  Jk  M.  Electric  R.  Co.   (Wis.)   265. 

4.  A  10-cent  interurban  railway  fare  to  the  first  stop  beyond  the 
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limits  of  a  city  was  held  unjustly  discriminatory,  although  based  upon 
a  5-cent  zone  system  producing  fair  average  charges,  it  appearing  that 
the  stop  was  only  .76  of  a  mile  beyond  the  first  zone  limit,  and  that  the 
rate  was  the  same  to  points  at  considerable  distances  beyond  in  the 
same  zone;  and  a  rate  of  6  cents  was  ordered  substituted,  on  the  basis 
of  coupon  or  strip  tickets  of  one  hundred  l-cent  coupons  for  $1  to  be 
sold  at  the  company's  ticket  offices  or  by  mail,  the  cash  train  fare  to 
remain  10  cents.  Lindemann  v.  Chicago  &  M.  Electric  R.  Co.  (Wis.) 
265. 

5.  In  order  to  eliminate  discriminatory  features  of  a  5-cent  in- 
terurban  railway  zone  rate,  a  modified  schedule  was  ordered  baaed 
upon  a  5  cent  fare  to  the  limits  of  a  city  plus  a  mileage  charge  to  the 
nearest  cent  for  the  distances  to  the  various  stations  beyond,  the  rates 
between  the  outside  stations  to  be  approximately  the  difference  between 
the  rates  to  such  points  from  the  city,  the  company  being  privilege<). 
to  charge  a  maximum  fare  of  5  cents,  such  rates  to  apply  only  where 
tickets  were  purchased  in  the  company's  offices.  Lindemann  v.  Chicago 
&  M.  Electric  R.  Co.    (Wis.)    265. 

2.  Railroads. 

6.  Weight,  liability,  and  class  of  equipment  used,  must  be  consid> 
ered  in  fixing  railroad  commodity  rates,  in  order  that  the  expense  be 
properly  distributed  between  the  commodities.  Re  Rates  Missouri 
Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)   607. 

7.  A  lumber  commodity  rate  starting  at  5  cents  for  each  haul  up 
to  and  including  25  miles,  advancing  at  the  rate  of  i  cent  for  each  ad- 
ditional 25  miles  or  fraction,  unjustly  proportions  the  burden  of  ex- 
pense between  the  various  distances,  since  5  miles  is  the  proper  factor 
on  which  to  base  rates  for  short  distances,  and  the  rate  of  increase  for 
additional  distance  should  decrease  as  the  haul  increases.  Re  Rates 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

a.  Telephones, 

8.  It  is  proper  that  business  telephones  should  bear  a  portion  of 
the  burden  of  a  rate  increase,  even  though  the  residence  rate  seems  below 
the  actual  cost  of  the  service,  where  the  community  involved  is  one  in 
which  an  extended  residence  service  is  important  to  business  subscribers. 
Board  of  Trade  v.  Mountain  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  688« 

9.  The  limits  of  town  telephone  service  may  be  changed  from  "3 
miles  from  central  olBce"  to  "|  mile  from  city  limits,"  to  eliminate  dis- 
crimination in  patrons  receiving  service  at  the  same  rate  without  regard 
to  distance  from  the  exchange,  although  a  city  boundary  is  ordinarily 
the  limit  of  an  exchange  zone,  it  appearing  that  a  number  of  patrons 
reside  just  outside  the  town  limits.  Re  Hamilton  County  Fanners 
Teleph.  Asso.  (Neb.)   151. 

10.  A  telephone  company  will  be  permitted  to  discontinue  free  trans- 
mission over  its  toll  line  of  messages  originating  on  the  exchange  of  a 
second  company  and  destined  to  subscribers  of  a  third  company,  where 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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such  service  oausee  discrimination  and  is  impracticable  from  a  satisfac- 
tory operating  standpoint,  and  where  any  agreements  which  may  have 
been  made  in  the  past  as  to  such  service  would  not  now  be  binding,  as 
the  ownership  of  the  various  lines  has  changed  many  times  and  the  con- 
ditions are  different.    Re  Ifincoln  Telepfa.  ft  Teleg.  Gk>.  (Neb.)  159. 

//.  Service. 

a.  By  electric  companies, 

11.  An  electric  utility  cannot  require  agricultural  power,  oil-well 
power,  and  isolated  lighting  consumers  to  supply  transformers,  which 
are  furnished  free  to  mining  power,  industrial  power,  commercial  light- 
ing, and  most  residence  lighting  consumers.  East  Bakersiield  Improv. 
Asso.  V.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

b.  By  natural  gas  cetnpanies. 

12.  A  producing  company,  having  sufficient  natural  gas  and  pressure 
to  continue  to  supply  a  company  distributing  it  for  domestic  use,  can- 
not unduly  divert  gas  to  industries,  paying  a  higher  rate,  where  the 
distributor  may  be  ordered  to  pay  an  adequate  price.  Citizens  Gas  Co. 
V.  Henry  Oil  Co.  (Okla.)  225. 

c.  By  railroad  companies. 

13.  Where  the  tariffs  of  the  carriers  filed  with  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  specify  the  points  at  which  live  stock  may  be  stopped  in 
transit  to  test  the  market,  any  special  contract  enlarging  that  privi- 
lege, which  is  not  specified  in  such  tariffs,  is  void.  Mollohan  v.  Atchi- 
son, T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  537. 

14.  Before  a  special  privilege  to  stop  cattle  in  transit  to  test  a  mar- 
ket en  route  can  be  granted  by  a  railroad  company,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  tariffs  and  schedules  pertaining  thereto  must  be  filed  with  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission,  and  be  open  to  all  shippers  on  equal  terms. 
Mollohan  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)   537. 

35.  Where  cattle  were  billed  and  shipped  from  Belvidere  to  PealK)dy 
at  the  regular  rates,  which  had  been  published  and  filed  with  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission,  a  special  contract  granting  to  the  shipper  the 
privilege  of  stopping^  the  cattle  at  Wichita  to  test  the  market,  and  to 
terminate  the  journey  at  that  point  if  the  market  was  satisfactory, 
and  to  continue  the  transportation  to  original  destination  if  the  market 
was  unsatisfactory,  was  preferential  and  discriminatory,  and  violated 
the  railroad  and  utilities  act.  Mollohan  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co. 
(Kan.)  537. 

///.  Pay^nent, 

a.  As  to  security  for  payment. 

10.  Farmers  are  discriminated  against  by  contracts  providing  that 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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their  electric  bills  shall  be  a  lien  on  their  land,  when  no  similar  pro- 
vision exists  as  to  other  consumers.  Kast  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v 
San  Joaquin  Light  k  P.  Corp.  <Cal.)  830. 

5.  its  to  dlttcount  for  prompt  paymenU 

17.  A  utility  will  be  authorized  to  waive  collection  of  the  amount  of 
the  discount  on  a  disputed  bill  not  paid  during  the  discount  period,  it 
appearing  that  the  patron  is  entitled  to  the  discount,  and  that  the 
waiver  is  not  discriminatory.  Re  Southern  Idaho  Water  Power  Co. 
(Idaho)  40. 

BI8SOI<UTION. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  order  dissolution  of  consolidated 
corporations,  see  CoMBOUDATioir,  Msbobb  amo  Sale,  5. 

DI8TRIGT  OF  OOUJIIBIA. 

Construction  of  anti-merger  law,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb  and 

Sale,  1. 
Rules  of  procedure  governing  filing  of  rates  and  tariffs,  see  Rates, 

2. 

DIVIDElfDB. 

Utility  stockholders  not  entitled  to,   until   a  proper  depreciation 

reserve  is  set  up,  see  Depreciation,  10. 
Issuance  of  stock  as  a  dividend,  see  Secliutt  Issues,  11,  12. 

BOMESTIO  USE. 

Preference  by  natural  gas  company  of  domestic  over  industrial  use 
as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  12. 

DONATIONS. 

Allowance  for  value  of,  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  09. 

DUE  PROCESS  OF  LAW. 

See  Constitutional  Law,  6,  7. 

DUPUCATION  OF  FACIUTIES. 

Allowance  for  duplicated  aerial  and  underground  leads  of  telephone 
system  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  66. 

DUTIES. 

Of  Commission,  see  Com  missions,  1-7. 

EABI.T  LOSSES. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  going  value,  see  Valuation,  01,  105. 

EARNINGS. 

Allowance  for  property  paid  for  out  of  surplus  earnings  in  valuation 
proceedings,  see  Valuation,  67,  68. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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CoDBideration  of,  in  fixing  value  of  property  for  rate  making,  see 

Valuation,  3,  4. 
Earning  value  as  measure  of  yalue  in  yaluation  proceedings,  see 

Valuation,  18,  19. 

easements* 

Allowance  for  telephone  rig^s  of  way  and  easements  in  streets  in 
rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  107-111. 

EFFICIENCY. 

Consideration  of  maintenanoe  of  high  level  of  efficiency  in  ascer- 
taining accrued  depreciation,  see  Depreciation^  5. 

Allowance  for  acerued  depreciation  of  plant  giving  a  100  per  cent 
service,  see  Depreciation,  7,  7a. 

Consideration  of  efficiency  of  management  in  passing  upon  reason- 
ableness of  return  for  telephone  systems,  see  Return,  45. 

Consideration  of  skill  and  judgment  in  construction,  in  fixing 
overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,   35. 

ELECTRIC  CARS. 

One*  man  8(>rvice  on,  see  Sebviob,  28. 

EIJSCTRICITT. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  clianging  from  direct  to  alternating  cur- 
rent  service,  see  Apportionment,  1. 

Apportionment  of  rent  of  general  offices  used  by  gas  and  electric 
departments,  see  Apportion  iiENT,  2. 

Allowance  for  depreciation  computed  on  sinking  fund  basis,  see 
Depreciation,  H. 

Lower  rates  to  large  consumers,  see  Discrimination,  1. 

Supplying  transformers  to  some  consumers  and  not  to  others  as 
discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  11. 

Requiring  farmers  to  sign  contract  providing  that  bills  shall  be 
alien  on  land  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  10. 

Utility  exercising  franeiiise  throughout  a  town  not  obliged  to  se- 
cure approval  to  operate  in  vilUge  carved  out  of  such  town» 
see  Franchises,  3. 

Reservation  of  right  to  revoke  franchise  unless  line  is  built  within 
a  year,  see  Fsanciiisbs,  4. 

Fact  that  proposed  utility  will  generate  electricity  by  water  as 
ground  for  permitting  operation  in  territory  adequately  served 
by  steam  generated  current,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  8. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  operate  in  occupied  territory,  see  Mon- 
opoly AND  Compctition,  2,  3,  5,  8-10. 

Removal  of  high  voltage  electric  system  erected  in  close  proximity 
to  telegraph,  see  Poles,  1. 

Rates  for  electric  service,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly  1, 
16,  19-25. 

Amoimt  of  return  held  reasonable,  see  Return,  34,  35. 
P.U.R.191CC. 
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ELECTRICITY— continued, 

Reaaonableneas  of  rule  requiring  cansumen  to  make  written  con- 
tract and  application  for  service,,  see  Sebvice,  3-6. 

Installation  and  adequacy  of  meters,  see  Sebvicb,  7,  8. 

Reconnection  fee  where  electric  and  gas  service  have  both  been  cut 
off  for  misappropriation  of  electricity,  see  Sebvice,  12. 

Effect  of  misappropriation  of,  by  consumer,  see  Sebvicb,  13. 

Service  by  electric  company,  see  Sebyice,  14-18. 

''Municipal  authorities"  within  meaning  of  New  York  statute  re- 
quiring consent  of,  to  erect  electric  poles  and  wires  in  public 
streets,  see  Towns,  1. 

Allowance  for  materials  and  supplies  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valua- 
tion, 79. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  for  electric  utility,  see  Valuation, 
87. 

1.  An  electric  utility  that  buys  its  current  for  distribution  may  be 
authorized  to  acquire  a  right  of  way  for  the  construction  of  a  trans- 
mission line  wholly  within  the  territory  it  is  serving,  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  an  additional  supply,  under  the  provisions  of  §  128,  chap- 
ter 742,  Mass.  Laws  ]914.  Re  Milford  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Mass.) 
1097. 

2.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  is  not  precluded  from  authorizing 
a  water-power  company  which  is  generating  a  portion  of  its  power  from 
steam  and  purchasing  current  from  others,  contrary  to  its  charter 
limitations,  to  construct  an  electric  transmission  line  over  a  railway, 
merely  because  the  crossing  may  be  used  in  further  violation  of  its 
charter,  where  it  is  not  shown  that  the  crossing  is  sought  for  other 
than  legitimate  water-power  business  or  that  it  will  be  used  unlaw- 
fully.   Re  Pittsburgh,  H.  B.  &  N.  C.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  558. 

EI^CTRIC  RAnCROABS. 

See  Intebubban  Railways;  Stbeet  Railways. 

EMIHENT  DOMAIN. 

Review  by  courts  of  motives  by  Commission  for  acts  under  New 
York  Rapid  Transit  law,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  5. 

Ordinance  regulating  operation'  of  jitneys  as  taking  property  for 
public  use  without  compensation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  7. 

1.  Under  the  New  York  rapid  transit  act,  a  property  owner  has 
the  right  to  appear  and  be  heard  in  proceedings  to  acquire  his  prop- 
erty for  rapid  transit  purposes,  although  such  right  is  not  expressly 
given  by  the  statute.  Re  Public  Service  Commission,  First  Dist.  (N. 
Y.)  547. 

EKCUMBRANCE. 

Applicability  of  California  statute,  prohibiting  sale  or  encumbrance 
of  utility  property,  to  transfer  in  favor  of  a  political  subdivi- 
sion of  the  state,  see  CoiraouDAnoN,  Mbbgeb  and  Sale,  6. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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EHGUfEEBIHO  EXPENSES. 

Security  iasues  for,  see  Secubitt  Issxtkb,  13. 

Deduction  for  depreciation  to  be  made  from  reproduction  coat  of 
engineering  in  a  railroad  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  40. 

Amount  allowed  for  engineering  in  valuation  proceedings,  se®  Val- 
uation, 46,  48. 

EQUAL  RIGHTS. 

Higher  license  fees  for  jitneys  than  for  taxicabs  and  other  rent 
cars  as  violation  of  constitutional  guaranty  of  equal  rights, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  10. 

EQUIPMEHT. 

See  CoNSTBUCjnoN  and  Equipment. 

SfQUXFICElIT  TRUST  CERTIFICATES. 

Issuance  of,  see  Sbcusitx  Issies,  0. 

SITIBEKCE. 

Presumption   of   reasonableness    of   Commission    order    regulating 

train  service,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  5. 
Weight  to  be  given  to  estimates  made  by  experts,  see  Valuation,  7. 
Tax  valuation  as  evidence  of  value  for  ratemaking,  see  Valuation, 

25. 
Consideration  expressed  in  railroad  right  of  way  deeds  as  prima 

facie  evidence  of  cost,  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  70. 

Burden   of  proof, 

1.  The  burden  is  upon  a  consumer  to  show  the  unreasonableness  of 
a  water  rate  in  effect  before  the  creation  of  the  Commission.  New 
Castle  Box  Co.  v.  New  Castle  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  106. 

2.  Evidence  examined,  and  held,  that  the  prima  facie  presumption 
attending  the  order  of  the  Commission  fixing  the  minimum  charge  for 
ginning  cotton  at  C.  at  50  cents  per  hundred  for  lint  cotton,  with 
maximum  charge  of  $2.50  a  bale,  and  fixing  the  charge  of  bagging  and 
ties  at  approximately  $1  per  bale,  has  not  been  overcome.  Oklahoma 
Gin  Co.  V.  State  (Okla.)  22. 

3.  A  complainant  does  not  sustain  the  burden  of  proving  that  exist- 
ing charges  are  nn  reasonable  as  still  required  in  New  York  in  a  tele- 
phone-rate inquiry  by  testimony  of  a  witness  of  limited  experience  as  to 
low  unit  costs  and  by  evidence  of  low  tax  reports  made  by  the  utility, 
where  the  company  offers  evidence  of  careful  appraisal  of  its  property, 
checked  by  Commission  engineers,  and  shows  that  its  revenues  fall  far 
short  of  yielding  a  fair  return  on  the  lowest  value  of  its  property  per- 
mitted by  the  evidence.  Board  of  Trade  v.  Mountain  Home  TelepJi.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  688. 

EXCEM  FARES. 

For  passenger  paying  fare  on  train ;  refund^  see  Rates,  35. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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EXCESS  OF  PRESEKT  NEEDS. 

Allowance  for  investment  in  excess  of  present  needs,  in  valuation 
proceedings,  see  Valuation,  60-66. 

EXPEKSES. 

See  Costs  and  Expenses. 

EXPERT  WTTNESS. 

Sec  Witnesses. 

EXPRESS. 

Desirability  of  having  intrastate  express  rates  conform  to  schedule 
of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  26. 

EXTENSiaKS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  refuse  approval  of  issuance  of  securities 
to  be  used  for  extensions  which  will  duplicate  facilities  of 
another  company,  see  Security  Issues,  7. 

Right  to  capitalize  cost  of  extensions  paid  for  out  of  earnings,  sej 
Valuation,  68. 

FARMERS. 

Requiring  farmers  to  sign  contract  providing  that  electric  bills 
shall  be  a  lien  on  land  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination, 
16. 

Right  of  farmers  having  electric  service  for  irrigajtion  purposes  to 
use  surplus  energy  for  other  uses,  see  Sekviob,  14. 

FEDERAL  COURTS. 

See  Courts. 

FEDERAL  STATUTES. 

See  Statutes. 

FEES. 

See  Commissions  and  Febb. 

FINAL  JUDOMENT. 

For  purposes  of  an  appeal,  see  Appbal  aivd  Rbtiew,  2,  3. 

FINAL   ORDER. 

Necessity  of,  to  warrant  issuance  of  mandamus  to  enforce  Com- 
mission order,  see  Mandamus,  2. 

FINANUINO. 

Subsidiary  payment  to  parent  company  for  cost  of,  as  operating 

expense,  see  Return,  18. 
Allowance  for  cost  of  financing  subsidiary  company  where  parent 

company  assumes  suoh  expense,  see  Vau7ation,  41. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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FlinSS  AKD  FENAI»TIE8. 

1.  A  natural  gas  company  was  fined  $100  for  refusal  to  obey  an 
order  to  furnish  an  adequate  supply  to  users,  although  the  negligence 
of  the  management  justified  a  fine  of  $1,000,  it  appearing  that  the  com- 
pany had  made  arrangements  to  i-ender  adequate  service  and  was  not 
financially  able  to  pay  the  large  fine.  Shufeldt  ▼.  Citizens  Gas  Co. 
(Oida.)  232. 

FOUX-PARTT  SEBVICE. 

Of  telephone  company,  see  Sebvice,  34. 

FRANCHISES. 

/.  In  general,  i-<?. 
II.  Bevoeattoit,  ^* 

J.  In  general. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  validity  of  municipal  fran- 
chise, see  Commissions,  2. 

Municipal  franchise  or  contract  fixing  rates  as  affecting  power  of  Com- 
mission to  establish  rates,  see  Cunstituxional  Law,  1-3. 

For  operation  in  occupied  territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition, 
2-10. 

Effect  of  franchise  restriction  in  fixing  rates,  see  Kates,  17,  18. 

Turnpike  company  to  fulfil  charter  obligation,  see  Service,  35. 

"Municipal  authorities"  within  meaning  of  New  York  statute  requiring 
consent  of,  to  erect  electric  poles  and  wires  in  public  streets,  see 
Towns,  1. 

Allowance  for  value  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  105a, 
106. 

1.  Permission  to  exercise  a  stroet  lighting  francliisc  cannot  be  de- 
nied on  a  taxpayer's  objection  that  the  grant  was  improvident.  Re 
Colliers  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  212. 

2.  The  fact  that  an  electric  utility  has  not  been  given  an  opportu- 
nity to  bid  for  street  lighting  is  not  a  ground  for  refusing  the  bidder 
permission  to  exercise  a  franchise  to  furnish  such  light.  Re  Colliers 
Light,  Heat  &  P,  Co.  (N.  Y.)  212. 

3.  An  electric  company  which  has  secured  the  approval  of  the  Com- 
mission to  the  exercise  of  a  franchise  throughout  a  town  needs  no  fur- 
ther approval  to  operate  in  a  village  subsequently  carved  out  of  such 
town.  Port  Jefferson  Electric  Light  Co.  v.  North  Shore  Electric  Light 
&  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  702. 

//.  Revocation, 

4.  The  right  to  revoke  an  electric  transmission  line  franchise  unless 
the  line  is  built  within  a  year  was  reserved  on  granting  a  franchise  over 
objections  that  the  application  was  not  bona  fide  and  made  on  sufficient 
demand.    Schmidt  Bros.  &,  Co.  v.  Clayton  County  (lowal   49. 
P.U.R.1916C.  72 
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FREE  AND  REDITCED  BATES. 

As  constituting  discrimination,  see  Discbimination,  1,  2,  10. 

Power  of  Commission  under  North  Dakota  Statute  to  require  ware- 
houses to  charge  for  storage  of  grain  in  absence  of  showing 
that  it  results  in  abuses  of  anti-discrimination  act,  see  Rate8» 
8. 

Half  fare  rates  for  children  on  interurban  railways,  see  Rates,  29. 

For  transportation  of  children  on  railroads,  see  Rates,  34. 

Amount  of  baggage  carried  free  on  railroads,  see  Rates,  86.' 

FREIGHT. 

Railroad  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  37-42. 

Amount  of  return  held  reasonable  for  railroad  freight  service,  see 

Retubn,  40. 
Discontinuance  of  freight  service  by  passenger  street  railway,  see 

Service,  29,  30. 

FUNCTIONAL  DEPRECIATION. 

See  Depbeciation. 

FUNDS. 

Depreciation  funds  or  reserve,  see  DEPBECiAnoif,  10-12. 

FURNITURE. 

Allowance  for  depreciation  of,  see  Depbboiation,  8. 

GAS. 

See  also  Natural  Gas. 

Apportionment  of  rent  of  general  offices  used  by  gas  and  electric  de- 
partments, see  Appobtionmekt,  2. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of  gas  plant,  see  Cbbiifi- 
cate  or  Convenience  and  Necessity,  2,  3. 

Allowance  for  depreciation  of  gas  plant,  see  Depbeciation,  9,  15. 

Discounts  for  prompt  payment  of  bills,  see  Payment,  6. 

Minimum  charge  for  gas,  see  Rates,  27. 

Factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing  ratemaking  allowance  for  cost  of 
producing,  see  Reitbn,  20,  21. 

Amount  of  return  held  reasonable,  see  Return,  36,  37. 

Service  by  gas  company  generally,  see  Service,  19,  20. 

Location  of  prepayment  meters,  see  Service,  10. 

Right  of  utility  to  cut  off  gas  service,  for  misappropriation  by  con- 
sumer of  electricity,  see  Service^  13. 

Allowance  for  overhead  expenses  of  gas  utility,  see  Valuation,  36- 
39,  47,  50,  62. 

Allowance  for  pavement  over  mains  in  valuation  proceedings,  see 
Valuation,  55. 

Allowance  for  materials  and  supplies  in  rate  valuation,  see  Val- 
uation, 7^78. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  of  gas  plant,  see  Valuation,  80,  83, 
86. 

Allowance  for  going  value  of  gas  utility,  see  Valuation,  99-101. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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GElfEBAI.  MAHAGSMBKT. 

See  MAlfAOEMBNT. 

CUuijbjkAIi  OFFIOE. 

Apportionment  of  rent  of  general  offices  used  by  gas  and  electric 
departments,  see  Appobtionment,  2. 

OSMEBATIHO  EQUIPMElfT. 

Allowance  for  value  of,  in  excess  of  present  needs  in  rate  valuation, 
see  Valuation,  62. 

OIFT8. 

Allowance  for   value  of  donated   property   in   rate   valuation,   see 
Valuation,  6J). 

Gnrs. 

Factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates  for  ginning  cotton,  see 
Rates,   15. 

Gom G  VAI.UI:. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  91-105. 

GOOD  wnx. 

Allowance  for  value  of  good  will  in  rate  yaluation,  see  Valuation, 
»0. 

GRADE  CROSSINGS. 

See  Cbossinos. 

GRADING. 

Right  to  include  appreciation  of  grading  to  adaptation  and  solidifica- 
tion of  railroad  road  bed  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  67. 

GRAIN. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  storage  of  grain  under  North 
Dakota  statute,  see  Rates,  8. 

GITARANTT. 

Guaranty  of  payment  for  service,  see  Payment,  2-5. 
Monthly  guaranty  for  nickel  classes  of  telephone  service,  see  Rates, 
47. 

HAZARD. 

Consideration  of  hazards  of  the  business  in  fixing  rate  of  return, 
see  Return,  29,  30. 

HEADWAY. 

Interurban  and  street  railway  operated  on  same  track  to  run  cars 
upon  uniform  headway,  see  Sebvics,  21. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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HEARING. 

Right  of  property  owners  to  be  heard  in  proceedings  to  acquire 
land  for  rapid  transit  purposes,  see  Eminent  Domain,  1. 

Necessity  of  notice  of  hearing  upon  complaint  as  to  inadequate  teiei 
phone  service  under  Kansas  statute,  see  Procedube,  2. 

HIGH  VOI.TAGE. 

Removal  of  high  tension  electric  poles  erected  too  aear  to  telegraph 
poles,  see  Poles,  1. 

HIGHWAYS  AND  STREETS. 

Operation  of  automobiles  as  common  carriers  over  rural  state  hi|^* 
ways,  see  AuTOMOBiUEd,  1. 

Crossings  by  railroads  generally,  see  Cbossings. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  location  of  whistling  posts  at  high- 
way crossings,   see  Crossings,  3,   4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  competing  auto  bus  lines  on  ruraJ 
state  highways,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  1. 

HOIJ>ING  COMPANY. 

Reasonableness  of  charge  made  by,  against  subsidiary  company, 
see  Intebcobpobate  Relations,  2,  3,  4. 

Allowance  for  charge  made  by  holding  company  against  subsidiary 
company,  see  Return,  17,  18. 

Allowance  for  cost  of  promotion  and  obtaining  construction  money 
of  subsidiary  company  where  parent  company  assumes  such  ex- 
pense, see  Valuation,  41. 

HOTELS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  hotel  company  operating  telephone 
system  for  hire,  see  PuBUc  Utilities,  2,  3. 

HYDRO-ELECTRIC  WATER  RIGHTS. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  113-118. 

IDAHO. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  municipal 
franchise,  see  Commissions,  2. 

*  nxiNois. 

straight  line  method  of  estimating  annual  depreciation  preferred 
by  Commission,  see  Depreciation,  2. 

IMPAIRMENT  OF  CONTRACTS. 

See  C'ONSTITITTIONAL  Law,  1-5. 

INADE4)UATE   SERVICE. 

Caused  by  thunderstorm,  subscribers  to  receive  credit  for,  see  BtSBV- 
ICE,  32. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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IllBEBIinTT  BOHBS. 

See  -Boiiiw. 

Mandamus  to  compel  approval  of  security  issues,  see  Mandakus, 

5,  6. 
Nece8sity  of  action  by  GommiBsion  of  new  rates.  |A'opef  ly  filed  with 

tariff  department,  see  Rates,  3. 
Power  of  Commission  over  issuance  of  securities,  see  Security  Is- 

I'ES,  7. 

IHDUSTBIAI.  USS. 

Preference  by  natural  gas  company  of  domestic  over  industrial  use 
as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  12. 

nrjUNCTioK. 

Power  of  Court  of  exclusive  civil  jurisdiction  to  inquire  into  valid- 
ity and  to  restrain  enforcement  of  criminal  jitney  ordinance,  see 
Courts,  1. 

Dismissal  of  injunction  suit  where  controversy  has  been  settled,  see 
Procjsdure,  3. 

1.  The  grant  or  refusal  of  a  preliminary  injunction  against  the 
Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  pending  the  hearing  of  the  case 
rests  in  the  sound  discretion  of  the  court.  Trenton  &  M.  C.  Traction 
Corp.  V.  Public  Utility  Comrs.   (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.)  699. 

2.  Injunction  will  lie  in  a  proper  ease  to  prevent  the  threatened 
enforcement  of  a  criminal  jitney  ordinance,  where  its  validity  is  in- 
volved.   Auto  Transit  Co.  v.  Ft.  Worth  (Tex.)  665. 

nr8TAI.LATION  EXPENSE. 

Of  meters  to  be  borne  by  utility,  see  Service,  7. 

INTBRCHARGE  SERVICE. 

Of  telephones,  jurisdiction  of  Commissions  over,  see  Service,  1,  2. 

nrTEBCORPORATE  REI.ATIONS. 

/.  -Potrer  of  ComnUasian  as  to  physical  connection  of  telephones, 
1,2, 
II,  Charges  of  holding  company,  3,  4. 

I.  Power  of  Commission  as  to  physical  connection  of  telephones, 

1.  Under  the  Washington  statute^  the  Public  Service  Commission 
upon  ordering  physical  con^ection  between  two  telephone  companies 
has  no  authority  to  establish  the  joint  rates  until  the  companies  ''have 
failed"  so  to  do.  State  ex  rel.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Skagit 
River  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Wash.)  590. 

2.  Upon  ordering  the  physical  connection  of  two  telephone  com- 
panies, the  Washington  Commission  has  no  authority  under  the  statute 
P.U.R.1916C.  ' 
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INTERCORPORATE  RELATIONS— con*i«tt«<f. 

in  the  first  instance  to  make  any  rules  or  regulations  to  prevent  inter- 
ference with  the  service  of  a  third  company  which  had  connection  with 
one  of  them.  State  ex  rel.  Public  Service  Ckimmission  v.  Skagit  Riirer 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Wash.)  590. 

If.  Charaes  of  hoidik^  oomfMMttr. 

3.  A  charge  against  an  operating  telephone  company  by  holding 
company  for  services  is  not  shown  to  be  unreasonable  by  the  mere  fact 
of  the  community  of  ownership.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  1020. 

4.  A  4^  per  cent  charge  made  by  the  American  Telephone  &  Tele- 
graph Company,  a  holding  company,  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Com- 
pany, an  operating  company,  amoimting  to  $1.46  per  phone  and  cover- 
ing various  engineering,  accounting,  legal,  and  other  services,  and  all 
payments  for  instruments  furnished  to  the  Wisconsin  Telephone  Com- 
pany, and  for  a  reserve  stock  of  instruments  for  storeroom  purposes 
not  in  excess  of  3  per  cent  of  the  total  amount  of  instruments  furnished, 
while  criticized  as  to  the  last-mentioned  item  and  as  to  other  minor 
details,  was  held  to  be  reasonable  as  a  whole,  and  not  to  contain  errors 
sufficient  to  affect  a  rate  schedule.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  O). 
(Wis.)  1020. 

XNTEREST. 

Rate  of  interest  on  meter  deposit,  see  Payment,  5. 
Allowance  for,  in  fixing  operating  expenses,  see  Return,  26. 
Consideration  of  return  necessary  to  attract  capital  in  fixing  rate 
of  return,  see  Rbtubn,  28,  20. 

nrTEREST  DURING  CONSTBUCTION. 

Security  issues  for,  see  Security  Issues,  13. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  42-44. 

Right  to  allowance  in  rate  valuation  for  materials  and  supplies 
carried  for  new  construction  where  allowance  is  made  for  inter- 
est during  construction,  see  Valuation,  76. 

IHTEBBCJSDIATE  OBDEB. 

See  Orders. 

IHTEBSTATE  COMMEBCB. 

See  Commerce. 

INTEBSTATE  BATES. 

Desirability  of  having  intrastate  express  rates  conform  to  schedule 
of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  26. 

INTERBTATE  TBAFFIC. 

Apportionment  of  railroad  expenses,  revenues,  and  values  between 

interstate  and  intrastate  traffic,  see  Apportion  ment,  3-6. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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INTERSTATE  TRAIHS. 

Power  of  State  Conunisbion  to  regulate  <^ration  of,  aee  Commerce, 
3,4. 

INTERITRBAH  RAII.WATS. 

Consolidation  of,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb  and  Sale,  2. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  permitting  construction  of  electric  rail- 
way at  grade  across  a  railroad,  see  Cbossingb,  1. 

Discrimination  in  rates,  see  Discrimination,  3-5. 

Right  to  increase  rates  in  spite  of  contract  obligations  to  patrons 
along  line  to  retain  rates,  see  Return,  3. 

Amount  of  return  held  reasonable,  see  Return,  38. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates,  28,  29. 

Service  by,  see  Service,  21,  22. 

INTRASTATE  RATES. 

Desirability  of  having  intrastate  express  rates  conform  to  schedule 
of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  26. 

INTRASTATE  TRAFFIC. 

Apportionment  of  railroad  expenses,  revenues,  and  values,  between 
interstate    and    intrastate    traffic,    see    Apportionment,    3-5. 

INVESTMENT. 

Right  to  have  rate  fixed  upon  actual  investment  i^  necessary  facil- 
ities, see  Rates,  5. 

Consideration  of  fact  that  large  part  of  capitalization  represents 
money  actually  paid,  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  9. 

Consideration  of  investment  as  a  whole  in  fixing  return,  see  Return, 
8,9. 

Consideration  of  return  necessary  to  attract  capital  in  fixing  rate 
of  return,  see  Return,  28,  29. 

Allowance  for  investment  in  excess  of  present  needa  in  rate  valu- 
ation, see  Valuation,  60-66. 

Allowance  for  investments  in  water  rights  in  excess  of  carrying 
capacity  of  utility's  pipe  line  in  valuation  proceedings,  see 
Valuation,  119,  120. 

IRRIGATION. 

Right  of  farmer  having  electric  service  for  irrigation  purposes  to 
use  surplus  energy  for  other  purposes,  see  Service,  14, 

Allowance  for  capacity  value  of  reservoirs  in  addition  to  construc- 
tion cost  and  value  of  water  rights  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valu- 
ation, 73. 

JITNEYS. 

See  AutomobHeSi 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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JUBOMERT* 

Final  judgment  for  purpoBee  of  appeal,  see  Aftbai.  and  Rsview, 

2,3. 
Review  by  writ  of  certiorari,  see  Cebtiokabi. 

XUBISDICnOH. 

Of  Commissions,  see  Commissions,  1-7. 
Of  court,  see  Courts. 

KAirSAS. 

Necessity  of  notice  of  hearing  upon  complaint  as  to  inadequate 
telephone  service  under  Kansas  statute,  see  Pboceoubk,  S. 

LANDOWNERS. 

Enforcement  of  agreement  to  furnish  access  to  station,  see*SEBViCE, 
25. 

LANDS. 

Amount  allowed  as  overhead  expenses  for  buying  and  holding  land 
until  plant  is  ready  for  operation,  see  Valuation,  52. 

Amount  of  land  allowed  for  station  yard  in  rate  valuation,  see 
Valuation,  65. 

Allowance  for  value  of  land  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valu- 
ation, 70-72. 

LARGE  CONStTBCER. 

Lower  rates  to  large  consumer  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 1. 

LEASES. 

Subsidiary's  payment  to  parent  company  for  lease  of  instruments  M 
operating  expense,  see  Return,  18. 

LEGAL  EXPENSES. 

Security  issues  for,  see  Security  Issues,  13. 

For  presenting  rate  valuation  to  Commission  not  to  be  included  M 
legal  expense  during  construction,  see  Valuation,  39. 

LEGAL  REMEDY. 

See  Remedies. 

LEGISLATTTRE. 

Delegation  of  powers,  see  Constitumowal  Law,  11,  12, 

LICENSES. 

Mimicipal  ordinances  requiring  licenses  for  operation  of  jitneys,  see 
Automobiles,  2-4. 

Jitney  ordinance  increasing  license  fees  as  impeiriag  eontraot  obli- 
gation, see  Constitutional  Law,  4. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Requiring  license  and  r^iilating  operation  of  jitoeys  aa  taking 
property  for  public  use  without  compensation,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  7. 

Higher  license  fee  for  jitneys*  as  violation  of  constitutional  guaranty 
of  equal  rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10. 

LXEH. 

Requiring   farmers  to   sign   contract  providing  that  electric  bills 
shall  be  a  lien  on  land  as  discrimination,  see  Discbimination, 
16. 
Reasonableness  of  contract  providing  that  service  bill  shall  be  • 
lien  on  land,  see  Payment,  4. 

LIFE  EXPECTANCY. 

Of  teleplione  system,  see  Defebgiation,  13. 

LIGHTINO. 

As  to  street  lighting,  see  STBiaST  Liohtino. 

LIGHTING  DISTRICT. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  legality  of  establishmeBt 
of,  see  Commissions,  3. 

LIVE   STOCK. 

Stopping  in  transit  to  test  market  as  disorimination,  see  Dibcbim- 
ination,  13-16. 

IXM3AL  SERVICE. 

Not  to  be  required  of  interurban  railways  operated  on  street  rail- 
way tracks,  see  Service,  22. 

LOCATION. 

Of  whistling  posts  at  highway  grade  crossings,  see  Cbossinob,  3,  4. 
Use  rather  than  location  of  telephone  as  determining  classification 
as  residential  or  business,  see  Kates,  45. 

LONG  AND  SHORT  TERM  RATE. 

Higher  rate  for  short  term  street  lighting  contract,  see  Rates,  16. 

LOSSES. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  specific  annual  allowance  as  protection 
against  extraordinary  accidents,  see  Return,  27. 

Consideration  of  early  losses  in  fixing  going  value,  see  Valuation, 
91-106. 

LUMBER. 

Discrimination  in  freight  rates,  see  Discbihination,  7. 
Steamship  lumber  rates,  see  Ratxs,  42. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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MAOHINERT. 

Discarded  machinery,  aee  Pbopebtt  Not  in  Usb. 

MAINE. 

Authority  to  declare  stock  diyidends  under  Maine  statute,  see 
Security  Issues,  12. 

MAINS  AND  PIPES. 

Water  utility  to  furnish  service  pipe  from  mains  to  consumer's 
premises,  see  Sbbvicb,  11. 

MAINTENANCE. 

See  Repairs  and  Replacements. 

MANAGEMENT. 

Allowance  for  general  management  and  keeping  of  books  of  water 
utility  in  fixing  operating  expenses,  see  Return,  15. 

Subsidiary's  payment  to  parent  company  for  executive  and  manage- 
ment services,  see  Retubn,  18. 

MANAGER. 

Allowance  for  salary  of  general  manager  of  telephone  system,  see 
Return,  16. 

MANDAMUS. 

Dismissal  of  mandamus  proceeding  where  controversy  has  been 
settled,  see  Procedure,  3. 

Mandamus  as  ''civil  action"  within  meaning  of  statutes  pro- 
viding for  removal  of  causes  from  a  state  to  a  Federal  court, 
see  Removal  of  Causbs,  1. 

1.  Mandamus  being  a  discretionary  writ,  the  court  will  refuse  to 
issue  the  writ  where  it  would  be  useless  or  futile,  and  of  no  public 
benefit.     State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly   (Kan.)   56. 

2.  A  writ  of  mandamus  will  not  issue  to  enforce  an  order  of  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  before  it  is  fully,  finally,  and  completely 
made.    State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly  (Kan.)  810. 

3.  The  Public  Utilities  act  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  to  require  a  public  utility  to  render  efficient  service, 
and  provides  the  machinery  for  an  investigation  by  the  Commission 
into  all  questions  affecting  the  character  and  sufficiency  of  such  service. 
This  court  will  not  entertain  a  proceeding  in  mandamus  to  compel  a 
public  utility  to  furnish  efficient  and  sufficient  service  until  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission  has  made  an  order  requiring  the  defendant  to 
furnish  more  efficient  service,  which  the  defendant  has  refused  to  obey. 
State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly  (Kan.)  66. 

4.  A  writ  of  mandamus  will  not  issue  to  enforce  an  order  of  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  fixing  rates  for  the  service  rendered  by  a 
public  utility,  where  the  rates  fixed  are  unjust,  unreasonable,  or  are  not 
compensatory.    State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly  (Kan.)  810. 

5.  Mandamus  will  lie  to  control  the  action  of  the  Indiana  Commi»> 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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flion  with  reference  to  an  application  for  authority  to  i8SU«  seeurities, 
aince,  under  the  statute,  such  action  is  ministerial,  and  not  discretion- 
ary, notwithstanding  the  Commission  must  assure  itself  of  the  existence 
of  certain  facts  before  granting  its  approval.  Public  Service  Ck>mmiB- 
sion  V.  State   (Ind.)   42. 

6.  Mandamus  will  lie  to  control  the  action  of  the  Indiana  Commis- 
«ion  with  reference  to  applications  for  the  issuance  of  securities,  since 
the  statute  does  not  afford  the  legal  remedy  of  appeal  from  such  action. 
Public  Service  Commission  v.  State  (Ind.)   42. 

7.  Where  an  order  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners  requires  the 
construction  of  a  depot  of  stated  dimensions  tft  a  stated  place  in  a 
municipality,  the  structure  to  be  of  wood,  and  an  ordinance  of  the 
municipality  forbids  the  erection  of  other  than  brick,  stone,  or  oilier  fire- 
proof material,  which  ordinance  is  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Kail- 
road  Commissioners  as  a  reason  for  not  complying  with  the  order,  such 
order  will  not  be  enforced  by  mandamus,  where  the  effect  of  the  ordi- 
. nance  on  the  order  has  been  considered  by  the  Commissioners  in  deter- 
mining the  reasonableness  of  the  order.  State  ex  rel.  Burr  v.  Atlantic 
Coast  Line  R.  Co.   (Fla.)  519. 

1CA88ACHUSETT8. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  permitting  construction  of  electric 
railway  at  grade  across  a  railroad,  see  Crossings,  1. 

MATERIALS  AND  SUPPUES. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  76-79. 

MAXIMUM  DEMAND. 

Electric  rates  based  on  connected  load  rather  than  on  maximum 
demand  preferable  for  small  consumers,  see  Rates,  21. 

Method  of  determining  maximum  demand  as  a  base  for  an  electric 
rate,  see  Rates,  22. 

MERGER. 

See  Consolidation,  Msboeb,  and  Sale. 


Requiring  consumer  to  guarantee  safety  of  money  deposit  in  pre- 
payment meter,  see  Payment,  2,  3. 
Rates  of  interest  on  meter  deposit,  see  Payment,  5. 
Separate  charge  for  submeter  or  secondary  meter,  see  Rates,  19. 
Installation  and  accuracy  of  electric  meters,  see  Service,  7,  8. 
Location  of  prepayment  gas  meters,  see  Sebvigb,  10. 
Method  of  reading  gas  meters,  see  Service,  20. 

MI€UIOAN. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  absorption  of  railroad  switching 
charges,  see  Rates,  6. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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MINIMUM  CHARGE. 

For  electricity,  see  Rates,  24,  25. 

For  gas,  see  Kates,  27. 

For  water,  see  Ratbb,  62,  63. 

MINING. 

Consumers  not  to  be  required  to  sign  contract  as  oondition  pre- 
cedent to  electric  service  for,  see  Sebvice,  6. 

MINISTERIAI.  ACTS. 

li&kiidainus  to  control  ministerial  act  of  Commission,  see  Man- 
damus, 5. 

MISAPPROPRIATION  OF  SERVICE. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  question  whether  consumer  has 
misappropriated  service,  see  Commissions,  1. 

Basis  for  computing  payment  for,  see  Payment,  20. 

Reconnection  fee  where  electric  service  has  been  cut  off  for  mis- 
appropriation of  electricity,  see  Service,  12. 

Misappropriation  of  electricity  by  consumers,  see  Service,  13. 

MONOPOLT  AND  COMPETITION. 

/.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission,  1, 
II,  Admission  of  competition  in  occupied  territory,  S'-tO, 
a.  In  general,  2"^, 
h.  Service  hy  existing  company,  7— JfO. 

Ordinance  restricting  operation  of  jitneys  as  violating  constitutional 
anti-monopoly  provision,  see  Constitutional  Law,  14. 

J.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission, 

Priority  as  determining  which  of  two  applications  for  certificate  of  con- 
venience to  construct  plant  in  same  territory  will  be  granted,  see 
Certificate  op  Convenience  and  Necessity,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  consolidation  of  competing  telephone 
exchanges,  see  Consolidation,  Merger  and  Sai^,  4. 

1.  The  New  York  Commission  cannot  regulate  competition  on  rural 
state  highways  between  auto  bus  lines  or  between  such  lines  and  other 
carriers,  since  under  the  statute  (transportation  corporations  law  of 
1913,  chapter  495,  §  25,  as  amended  by  Laws  1915,  chapter  667)  it  can 
require  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  only  for  operation  in 
cities.     Re  Bartholomew   (N.  Y.)   87. 

//.  Adtnission  of  competition  in  occupied  territory, 

a.  In  general. 

Competitive  operation  of  automobiles  as  common  carriers  over  mml 
state  highways,  see  Automobiles,  1. 

2.  A  franchise  for  an  electric  transmission  line  outside  of  dti«if 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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including^  the  rig^ht  of  eminent  domain^  may  be  granted  under  ^tbe  Iowa 
laws,  altli»ugh  the  line  may  be  unneoeaeary  and  competitive,  it  not  be- 
ing the  policy  to  prefer  a  regulated  monopoly  to  competition.  Schmidt 
Bro§.  &  Co.  V.  Clayton  County  (Iowa)   49. 

3.  A  utility  may  be  permitted  to  operate  in  occupied  territory  if 
there  is  a  latent  or  new  demand  of  large  proportions  that  cannot  be 
supplied  by  the  existing  utility,  or  if  an  existing  plant  is  obsolescent 
and  cannot  be  modernized,  or  if  a  new  source  of  supply  is  discovered, 
or  if  new  inventions  or  means  of  production  are  devised,  or  if  the  quan- 
tity and  quality  of  the  service  will  be  improved;  keeping  in  mind  the 
expediency  of  conserving  an  investment  in  the  interest  of  the  consumer 
and  that  a  utility  has  ethical  claims  because  of  service  in  uninviting 
periods.    Re  Phoenix  W-ater  Power  Co.  (Pa.)  239. 

4.  A  telephone  company  will  not  be  allowed  to  enter  occupied  terri- 
tory to  sfrve  an  applicant  merely  because  he  is  a  stockholder  and  has 
a  preference  for  his  own  company.  Re  Hubbard  Farmers  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)   435. 

5.  A  franchise  for  an  electric  utility  operating  only  by  virtue  of 
charter  rights  in  a  township  in  which  a  competitor  similarly  operates 
will  be  approved,  where  the  latter  has  practically  developed  no  business, 
and  where  the  approval  will  not  deprive  the  latter  of  any  lawful  rights 
or  lead  to  eompetition  that  will  seriously  interfere  with  the  service  or 
investment  of  eithor,  both  operating  over  extensive  territory  of  which 
the  township  is  but  a  small  part.  Re  West  Penn  Electric  Co.  (Pa.) 
114. 

6.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  an  auto  bus  line 
in  a  city,  as  part  of  a  routo  over  a  rural  state  highway,  will  not  be  re- 
fused for  the  purpose  of  indirectly  regulating  competition  on  the  high- 
way that  cannot  be  directly  forbidden.    Re  Bartholomew  (N.  Y.)  87. 

6.  Service  hy  existing  company, 

7.  A  telephone  company  will  not  be  permitted  to  enter  a  small  town 
already  served,  although  only  six  telephones  are  installed,  where  there 
is  no  complaint  as  to  rates,  services,  or  facilities  of  the  existing  com- 
pany, which  is  able  and  willing  to  serve  all  applicants,  and  where  the 
proposed  system  would  be  a  partial  duplication  of  the  other.  Re  Olivet 
Teleph.  Co.   (III.)   415. 

8.  That  a  utility  will  generate  electricity  by  water  is  not  a  ground 
for  permitting  operation  in  territory  adequately  served  at  reasonable 
rates  by  steam  generated  current,  where  the  existing  rates  will  not  be 
reduced.    Re  Phoenix  Water  Power  Co.    (Pa.)   230. 

0.  The  fact  that  territory  is  tributary  to  an  existing  electric  light 
company,  and  that  it  is  operating  therein,  will  not  prevent  the  entrance 
of  another,  where  the  former  is  operating  unlawfully,  and  has  not  been 
diligent  in  developing  the  business.  Re  Colliers  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)   212. 

10.  An  electric  utility  will  be  permitted  to  operate  in  a  township 
whose  outskirts  are  served  by  an  outside  municipal  plant,  although 
the  territory  cannot  support  two  active  companies,  where  it  appears 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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that  the  municipality  furnishefl  service  only  from  surplus  current,  that 

its  service  cannot  be  easily  regulated,  that  its  present  servi^  will  not 

be  encroached  upon,  and  that  there  will  be  no  active  competition  as 

between  two  private  corporations.    Re  Towamenoin  Electric  Co.   (Pa.) 

118. 

MORTGAGES. 

Conditions  imposed  on  authorizing  execution  ol  mortgage,  see  Sb- 
cuBiTY  Issues,  14. 

MUNICIPAI.  AUTHORITIES. 

Within  meaning  of  New  York  statute  requiring  consent  of,  to  erect 
electric  poles  and  wires  in  public  streets,  see  Towns,  1. 

MUHICIPAIilTIES. 

Construction  and  validity  of  ordinances  regulating  operation  of 

jitneys,  see  Automobiles. 
Jurisdiction   of   Commission  to  pass   upon  validity   of   municipal 

franchise,  see  Commissions,  2. 
Applicability  of  statute  prohibiting  sale  or  encumbrance  of  utility's 

property,  to  transfer  in  favor  of  a  political  subdivision  of  the 

state,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb  and  Sale,  6. 
Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  fixed  by  municipal  contract 

or  franchise,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1-3. 
Revocation  of  approval  of  street  lighting  contract,  see  Contracts. 
Apportionment  of  cost  of  separation  of  crossing  grades  between 

railroad  and  city,  see  Crossings. 
Mandamus  to  compel  enforcement  of  order  requiring  construction 

of  depot  in  manner  violating  municipal  ordinance,  see  Man- 
damus, 7. 
Increase  of  sewer  rates  over  maximum  fixed  by  ordinance  contract, 

see  Rates,  17. 
Street  railway  fare  within  corporate  limits,  see  Rates,  44. 
Not  to  be  required  to  sign  contract  for  electric  street  lighting,  see 

Service,  6. 

BffimiCIPAI.  PI^AKT. 

Admission  of  competition  into  territory  served  by  municipal  plant, 

see  Monopoly  and  CoMPETrriON,  10. 
Complaint  by  municipality  against  rates  by  a  competing  electric 

utility,  see  Parties,  1. 

If ATURAI.   OAS. 

Sale  of  natural  gas  produced  in  another  state  after  it  is  commingled 

with   gas  produced  in  the  state  as  interstate  commerce,   see 

Commerce,  2. 
State  regulation  of  sale  of  natural  gas  produced  in  anotht^r  state, 

see  Commence,  6. 
Lower  rates  to  consumers  signing  three-year  exclusive  contract  as 

discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  2. 
PU.R.1916C. 
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Preference  of  domestic  use  over '  indnetrial  use  as  discrimination, 

see  Discrimination,  12. 
Fine  for  refusal  to  obey  order  to  furnish  adequate  supply  of  gas, 

see  Fines  and  Penalties. 
Rates  for  natural  gas,  see  Rates,  30. 
Amount  of  return  held  reasonable,  see  Return,  39. 
Service  by  natural  gas  company,  see  Service,  23. 

NECESSITY. 

See  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Nbcessitt. 

NEW  TO&X. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  legality  of  establishment 
of  lighting  district,  see  Commissions,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  determine  necessity  of  taking  prop- 
erty for  rapid  transit  purposes,  see  Commissions,  4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  order  dissolution  of  consolidated 
corporations,  see  Consolidation,  Merger  and  Sale,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  competing  auto  bus  lines  on  rural 
state  highways,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  hotel  company  operating  telephone 
system,  see  Public  Utilities,  2,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  issuance  of  securities  for  main- 
tenance and  replacements,  see  Securitt  Issues,  10. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  oontinuance  of  service  by 
means  of  physical  connection  between  telephones,  see  Service, 
2. 

Construction  of  rapid  transit  act,  see  Statutes. 

NICKEI.  CLASS. 

Monthly  guaranty  for  nickel-class  of  telephone  service,  see  Rates, 

47. 

NONSITBSCRIBER. 

Right  to  deny  telephone  service  to,  see  Service,  31. 

NORTH  DAKOTA. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  storage  of  grain  under  North 
Dakota  statute,  see  Rates,  8. 

NOTICE. 

Necessity  of  notice  of  hearing  upon  complaint  as  to  inadequate 
telephone  service  under  Kansas  statute,  see  Procedure,  2. 

Rates  selected  by  consumer  not  to  be  changed  without  notice  from 
consumer,  see  Rates,  1. 

Right  of  bond  holders  to  notice  of  application  for  authority  to  issue 
additional  bonds,  see  Security  Issues,  1. 

OCCUPATION  TAX. 

See  Taxes. 
P.U.R.1916C 
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OCCUPIED  TERRITORY. 

Admission  of  competition  into  occupied  territorj,  see  MoNai»OLT 
AND  Competition,  2-10. 

OFFICE  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of  rent  of  general  offices  used  by  several  depart- 
ments, see  Appobhonuent,  2. 

Allowance  for  rent  of  office  fixtures  as  operating  expenses,  see 
Retubn,  23. 

on*  WEix. 

Consumers  not  to  be  required  to  sign  contract  as  condition  pre- 
cedent to  electric  service  for  oil  wells,  see  Service,  6. 

OSXAHOMA. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  order  consolidation  of  competing 
telephone  exchanges,  see  Consolidation,  Meiuier  and  Sale,  4. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  prescribe  rates  as  unconstitutional 
delegation  of  powers,  see  Constiti:tional  Law,  11. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  order  free  interchange  service  be- 
tween telephone  companies,  see  Sebvicb,  1. 

ONE  MAN  SERVICE. 

On  electric  cars,  see  Service,  28. 

OPERATING  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of,  of  intrastate  railroad  carrying  passengers  on 

mixed  trains,  see  Apportionment,  3. 
Allowance  for,  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  18-27. 

OPTION. 

Allowance  for  water  right  option  in  valuation  proceedings,  see 
Valuation,  112. 

ORDERS. 

Scope  of  review  by  courts,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  4,  6. 
Certiorari  to  review  orders  of  Commission,  see  Cebtiobari. 
Revocation  of  approval  of  street  lighting  contract,  see  Contracts. 
Fine  for  refusal  to  obey  order  to  furnish  adequate  supply  of  gas, 

see  Fixes  and  Penalties. 
Discretion  of  court  in  granting  or  refusing  preliminary  injunction 

against  Commission  pending  hearing  of  the  case,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 1. 
Necessity  of  final  order  to  warrant  issuance  of  mandamus  to  enforce 

order,  see  Mandamus,  2. 
Mandamus  to  compel  enforcement  of  order  requiring  construction 

of  depot  in  manner  violating  municipal  ordinance,  see  Mah* 

damus,  7. 
Order   setting   aside   funds   for   depreciation   not   reduced   pending 

certiorari  to  review  legality  of  order,  see  Pbockdube,  1. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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Ground  for  revoking  order  authorising  additional  bond  issue,  see 
Securitt  Issues,  2,  3. 

1.  Two  orders  regulating  train  service  must  both  fall  if  they  are 
oppressive  when  considered  together,  although  each  may  be  valid  when 
considered  alone,  since  the  court  cannot  select  which  shall  stand;  but 
if  one  order  is  valid  and  the  other  is  of  itself  invalid,  the  valid  order 
will  stand  while  the  other  will  fall.  Railroad  Commission  v.  St.  Louis 
&,  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Ala.)  451. 

ORDINANCES. 

See  Municipalities. 

ORGANIZATION  EXPENSES. 

Secu^-ity  iflsties:  for,  see  Secubitt  issiTis,  1^. 

ORIGINAL  COST. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  value  for  rate  making,  see  Valuation, 
3-5,  9-12,  23.  ^   5      *  5         { 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  reproduction  cost  new  leSS  depreciation 
for  municipal  acquisition,  see  ValOATIOTC,  2T. 

OVERHEAD  EXPENSES. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  "Valuation,  33-54. 

PARENT  COMPANY. 

♦     See  HoLDiNQ  Company. 

PARTIES. 

1.  A  municipality  lias  no  standing  to  enter  a  complaint  against  the 
rates  of  a  competing  electric  utility,  where  it  is  not  a  consumer  and 
does  not  appear  in  behalf  of  its  citizens  as  consumers  of  the  company, 
and  where  the  relief  asked  would  result  in  an  increase  of  the  rates. 
Roseville  v.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (Cal.)    32. 

* 
PARTT-UNE  SERVICE. 

See  Sekvice,  34. 

PASSENGER  RATES. 

For  interurban  railways,  see  Patrp,  28,  29. 
For  railroads,  see  Rates,  31-36. 

PASSENGER  SERVICE. 

On  railroads,  see  Sebvicb,  24. 

PATENT  PROTECTION. 

Subsidiary's  payment  to  parent  company  iofr  cost  of»  as  operating 
expense,  see  Return,  18. 
P.U.R.1916C.  73 
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PATRONS. 

See  CoN«Tmnui  and  Patbons. 

PAVCMENT  OVER  MAIKS. 

AUowaDce  for,  in  valuation  proceedinge,  see  Valuation,  65,  M. 

PAYMENT. 

J.  Advance  payments,   1, 
II.  Deposit  or  guaranty,  0—5. 

a.  In  general,  2,  3. 

b.  Bills  as  lien  on  land,  4, 

c.  Interest  on  deposits,  5. 

III.  Discount  for  prompt  payment,  6. 

Basis  for  computing  payment  for  misappropriated  service,  see  Raths 
20. 

J.  Advance  payments, 

1.  The  praotice  of  a  telephone  company  of  collecting  its  biHs  quar- 
terly in  advance  was  held  unreasonable,  and  the  company  was  ordered  to 
collect  monthly  in  advance  although  such  collections  would  involve 
some  additional  expense.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  ( Wis. )  lOBO. 

//.  Deposit  or  guaranty. 

a.  In  general. 

2.  It  k  unreasonable  to  require  a  consumer  using  gas  through  a 
prepayment  meter  to  guarantee  the  safety  of  money  deposited,  or  to  in- 
demnify the  company  against  loss  not  shown  to  have  been  occasioned 
by  his  negligence  or  wrongdoing.  Re  Western  United  Gas  Co.  (111.) 
808. 

3.  A  rule  requiring  a  cash  deposit  of  $5  from  prepayment  meter 
customers  is  unreasonable,  as  it  defeats  the  purpose  of  installing  pre- 
payment meters;  namely,  to  enable  persons  of  small  means  to  buy  gas 
without  too  great  an  expenditure  at  one  time.  Re  Western  United  Gas 
Co.   (111.)   808. 

b.  Bills  as  lien  on  land. 

Requiring  farmers  to  sign  contract  providing  that  electric  bills  shall 
be  a  lien  on  land  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  16. 

4.  A  clause  in  an  electric-service  contract  that  bills  shall  be  a 
Hen  on  the  consumer's  land  is  unreasonable.  East  Bakersfield  Improv. 
Asso.  V.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)   830. 

o.  Interest  on  deposits. 

5.  8ix  per  cent  interest  on  water-meter  deposits  is  excessive.  Rs 
Mishawaka  Waterworks  Co.   (Ind.)  420. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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PAYMENT— cjofUMMieil. 

Hi,  ZHaeoumi  for  prompt  pagmatU, 

Waiver  of  collection  of  discount  on  bill  not  paid  during  dieoount  period 
as  discrimination,  see  Discbimination,  17. 

6.  A  prompt  paymenl  discount  of  20  centa  per  1,000  cubic  feet  of 
gas  was  reduced  to  10  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet,  that  being  the  custo- 
mary allowance  in  other  cities  of  comparable  size.  Springfield  v,  Spring- 
field Gas  &  £.  Ck>.  (111.)  281. 

PENALTIES. 

See  Fines  and  Penaltibs. 


PEHK8TLVA1IXA. 

Fact  that  utility  violates  its  charter  in  method  of  generating  elec- 
tricity '  precluding  Commission  from  authorizing  construction 
of  transmission  line,  see  EuBCTBicrrr,  2. 

PEBCOLATIKO  WATER. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  enforce  statutes,  prohibiting  railroad 
from   obstructing  percolating  or  surface  water,  see  Coil^aSr 

8IONS,  6. 

PETITIOH. 

For  writ  of  certiorari,  see  (^steorabi,  3. 

VBYBlCAls  COlfNBCTIOK. 

Power  of  Commission  to  establish  joint  rates  upon  ordering  physical 
connection  between  telephones,  see  Intercorporate  Relations^ 
1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  make  rules  and  regulations  upon  order- 
ing physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  Intercorpobate 
Relations,  2. 

PHYSICAL  DEPREGIATIOIf. 

See  Depreciation. 

PIECEMEAL  CONSTRUCTIOir. 

Reproduction  cost  to  be  based  on  construction,  ojb  a  whole  mtheiT 
than  on  piecemeal  construction,  see  Valuation,  2^. 

Allowance  for  overhead  charges  for  plant  built  by  piecemeal,  see 
Valuation,  37,  38. 

PIPE  UITES. 

Allowance  in  rate  t^XuatkUm  ior  imestment  in  unnecessary  pipe 
line,  see  Valttatiow,  61. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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poi.es. 

"Municipal  imthorities"  witbin  mtafeiDg-  of  New  York  statute  re- 
quiring consent  of,  to  erect  electric  poles  and  wires  in  public 
streets,  see  Towns,  1. 

1.  An  electric  company  will  be  required  to  move  high-tension  poles, 
subsequently  erected  too  near  to  telegraph  poles,  although  the  latter 
are  in  poor  condition,  where  the  hazards  are  not  fnereaaed  by  such 
condition.    Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Burlington  Traction  Co.  (Vt.)  245. 

POUCE  POWER. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  require  city  to  bear  portion  ot 
cost  of  separating  crossing  grade  of  railroad  track  and  city 
street,  as  proper  exercise  of,  see  Constitutional  Law,  13. 

POWER. 

Reasonableness  of  rule  requiring  oonatimer  to  sign  contr^H  for 
service  for,  see  Sebvice,  5,  6« 

POWERS. 

Of  Commission,  see  Commissions,  1-7. 

Delegation  of  powers,  see  Constitutional  Law,  11,  12. 

PRELncntART  INXUKCTION. 

Discretion  of  court  in  granting  or  refusing  preliminary  injunction 
against  Commission  pending  hearing  of  the  case,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 1. 

PREMTCnffS. 

Allowance  for  p  ^miums  paid  on  boada^  in  rate  .valuation^  see 
Valuatio>^,  89.  . 

PREPAYMENT  METERS. 

See  Meters. 

PRESENT  NEEDS. 

Allowance  for  investment  in  excess  of  present  needs  in  rate  valua- 
tion, see  Valuation,  60-66. 

PRESIDENT. 

Allowance  for  salary  of  president  of  telephone  system,  see  Retubn, 
16. 

PRBSTJMPTIONS. 

See  Evidence. 

PRIMA  FACIE. 

See  Evidence. 

PRIVATE  CROSSINGS. 

Necessity  for  order  of  OommissliNi  fir  looftiHoii  of  whistling  posts  at, 
see  Cbossinos,  4. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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PROCEDUIUB. 

Petition  for  writ  of  eertiormri,  see  Cebtiobabi,  3. 

Right  of  property  owners  to  be  heard  in  proceedingB  to  acquire 
property  for  rapid  transit  purposes,  see  Eminent  Domain,  1. 
*      Proper  partus  to  proceedings,  see  Pabties. 

Rules  of  procedure  for  utilities  operating  in  District  of  Columbia 
governing  filing  of  rates  and  tariffs,  see  Rates,  2. 

Mandamus  as  **ciyil  action"  within  oeaiung  of  statutes  prqvidiag 
for  removal  of  causes  from  a  state  to  a  Federal  court,  see  Re- 
moval OF  Causes,  1. 

1.  An  amount  ordered  to  be  set  aside  for  depreciation  and  main- 
tenance of  a  street  railway  will  not  be  ordered  reduced  pending  cer- 
tiorari to  review  the  legality  of  the  order.  Re  New  York  R.  Co.  (K.  Y.) 
217. 

t.  The  Kansas  statute  requiring  thirty  days'  notice  of  hearing  need 
not  be  eomplied  with  upon  complaint  as  to  inadequate  telephone  service. 
Where  nothing  will  be  required  of  the  utility  in  excess  of  its  legal  duties. 
Re  Centralia  T^leph.  Co.   (Kan.)   421. 

3.  In  an  orTginal  proceeding  in  mandamus,  a  supplemental  petition 
was  filed  asking  the  court  to  enjoin  the  defendants  from  prosecuting  an 
action  begun  in  a  Federal  court,  the  plaintiff  claiming  that  the  juris- 
diction of  this  court  in  the  original  proceeding  was  ther^y  interfered 
with.  Upon  a  consideration  of  the  issues  raised  by  the  pleadings,  the 
court  finds  that  nothing  substantial  remains  to  be  determined  in  the 
original  or  supplemental  proceeding,  and  the  injunction  is  therefore 
denied  and  the  proceeding  in  mandamus  dismissed.  State  ex  rel.  Caster 
V.  Flannelly    (Kan.)    56. 

PRODUCTION  COST. 

Factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rate  making  allowance  for  cost 
of  producing  gas,  see  Return,  20,  21. 

PROFITS. 

Profit  to  shippers  as  determining  reasonableness  of  freight  rates, 
see  Rates,  38. 

PROMOTION   EXPENSES. 

Subsidiary's  payment  to  parent  company  for  cost  of,  as  operating 

expense,  see  Retukn,  18. 
Allowance  for  cost  of  promotion  of  subsidiary  company  where  parent 

company  assumes  such  expense,  see  Valuation,  41, 

PROMPT  PAYMENT. 

Discount  for,  see  Payment,  6. 
• 
PROPERTY  AS  A  WHOLE. 

Necessity  of  valuing  the  property  as  a  whole  for  rate  making,  see 

VjlLTTATION,  1,  5. 

Reproduction  cost  to  be  based  upon  property  as  a  whole,  see  VaLUAp 
TION,  26. 
P.U.R.3916C. 
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PROPERTY  NOT  IN  USE. 

Allowance  for;  in  valuation  prooeedings,  «6e  YALUATioiry  S8-66. 
Two-thirds  Talue  of  discarded  maehiBcry  and  accessories  allowed  as 

working  capital,  see  Valuation,  83. 
Allowance  for  investment  in  additloiial  water  right  in  valuation 

proceeding,  see  Valuation,  119,  120. 

PROPORTION  OF  BONDS  TO  STOCK. 

Bee  Securitt  Issuss,  15. 

PUBUC  CONVENXENCE  AND  NECSSSmf. 

See  Ckbtificatk  of  Convekisnce  aitd  NacBsarrr. 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES. 

See  Automobujc^;  Cabbiers;  EuBcnmiorrT;  Exfbbsb;  Gas; 
Hotels;  ImvBUBBAN  Railways;  Ibbioation;  Jitnetb;  Nat- 
UBAL  Gas;  Railboab;  Bteam  Hbatino;  STEAMSKiPa;  Stbbbt 
R^OLWAYS;    Telbgbaphs;    Tblbphones;    Tubnpikb;    Wabb- 

HOUSES;    WaTEB.  •^ 

See  also  AppoBxiomcENT ;  Cgbtificate  <»•  Convenience  and  Nb* 

CESSITY;  Ck>lCVIBSIONS ;  CONSOLIDATION,  MeBCUB  AND  SaLE; 
DbFBBOIATION  ;  DlSCBIMINATION ;  FbANOHISBS;  InTBBGOBPOBATE 
RELATIONS;    MONOPOLY   AND   COlCPEXmON ;    PaYICENT;    RaTBS; 

Repabation;  Retubn;  Secubity  Isbueb;  Sebvice;  Valua- 
tion. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  receivers  appoisted  by  court  to 
operate  utility,  see  Commissions,  7. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  order  dissolution  of  consolidated 
corporations,  see  Consolidation,  MEBdaa  and  SAr^,  5. 

Electric  utilities  to  furnish  and  install  meieni  at  its  own  expense, 
see  Sebvice,  7. 

1.  The  Colorado  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  regulate  the 
sale  of  steam  for  heating  purposes,  since  steam  heating  is  not  named 
in*  the  statute  which  enumerates  all  utilities  which  shall  be  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P. 
Co.    (Colo.)    464. 

2.  The  New  York  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  a  hotel  com- 
pany operating  for  hire  a  telephone  system  valued  at  $21,000,  charging 
a  monthly  rental  to  general  subscribers,  and  having  special  arrange- 
ments with  others.  Paul  Smith's  Hotel  Co.  v.  Mountain  Home  Teleph. 
Co.   (N.  Y.)    78. 

«  3.  A  company  operating  a  telephone  system  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  New  York  Commission  cannot  claim  rights  as  a  private 
subscriber  of  another  company,  merely  because  it  has  not  complied  with 
the  law  governing  telephone  corporations.  Paul  Smith's  Ho&l  Co..^v. 
Mountain  Home  Teleph.  Co.  ,(N.  Y.)  78. 

FURITT. 

Of  water  supply,  see  Sebvice,  36. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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RADIUS  CBABO£. 

£xceB8  radius  charge  for  telephone  serTioe,  see  Bjheb,  49. 

RAHJtOADS. 

Apportionment  of  expenses,  revenue,  and  ▼alues  of  railroads,  see 

.     AP^OBTtaNMBHV,   3^6. 

Power  of  Commission  as  to  location  of  railroads,  see  CoifMissioNB, 
5.  . 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  enforce  statutes,  in  prohibiting  rail- 
road from  obstructing  percolating  or  surface  water;  see  Com- 
missions, 6.  • 

Railroad  crossings,  see  Cbossinos. 

Diacrimination  in  rates,  see  Discumiitatidr,  6,  7. 

Stopping  livestock  in  transit  to  test  market  as  discrimination,  see 
Discrimination,  13-lS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  tegulate  absorption  of  railroad  switching 
charges,  see  Rates,  6. 

Railroad  rates,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly  6,  10,  11,  31- 
42. 

Amount  of  return  held  reasonable,  see  Return,  40,  41. 

Service  by,  see  Service,  24-26. 

Allowance  for  overhead  expenses  of  railroads,  see  Valuation,  40, 
42,  44-46. 

Right  to  include  appreciation  on  grading  due  to  adaptation  and 
solidification  of  railroad  road  bed  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valu- 
ation, 57. 

Allowance  for  right  of  way  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valua« 
tion,  70-72. 

Method  of  ascertaining  value  of  railroad  rails  and  ties,  see  VaijUA* 
tion,  74,  75. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  of  railroad,  see  Valuation,  85. 


Method  of  ascertaining  value  of  railroad  rails,  see  Valuation,  74. 

BAPID   TRANSIT  I.AW. 

Of  New  York,  see  Statutes. 

RATES. 

I.  In  gcneralf  1,  2, 

11.  Jurisdiction^  powers,  and  duties  of  Cofntni^sion,  d— tf. 
III.  Beasonahleness ;  factors  to  he  considered,  9^18. 
a.  In  general,  9^11. 
h.  Comparison  of  rates,   12. 

c.  CoHt  of  service,  13. 

d.  Value  of  service,  14,  i5. 

e.  Long  and  short  term  rate,  16. 

f.  Franehise  restrictions,  17,  IS. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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RATES — continued. 
IV.  DUcriminatioH. 
F.  Rates  of  particular  utilitieSf  ll^-5d« 
a.  Electricity,  19— 2S, 
• '         i.t  In  genenal^  19,  fiO. 

2.  Connected  load  or  maximuitii  .demumdf  91,  1^9* 
a.  Block  rdem,  9S» 
4.  Minimum  charge,  24,  26* 
.  h.  Express,  26. 
e.  QaSf  27. 

d.  Interurban  railway,  28,  29m 

e.  Natural  gas,  SO. 

f.  Railroad^,  31-^2. 

1.  in  general. 

2.  Passenger  rates,  31—36. 

(a)  in  general,  31—34, 

(b)  Excess  fares,  35. 
.(e)   Baggage,  36. 

3.  Freight  rates,  37—42. 

g.  Seuiers. 

h.  Steamboats,  43. 
.    I.  Street  railways,  44. 
j.  Telephones,   45— SI. 
Ic.  Water,   52,   53. 

i.  In  general. 

Butden  of  proving  unreasonableness  of  rates  in  effect  before  creation  of 

Commission,  see  Evidfince,  1. 
Stiffioiency  of  evidence  to  sustain  burden  of  proving  unreasonableness  of 

telephone  rates,  see  Evidence,  3. 
Mandamus  to  enforce  Commission  order  fixing  rates;  see  Makoamus,  4. 
Complaint  by  municipality  against  rates  by  competing  electric  utility, 

see  Parties,  1. 
Expenses  ineiipr^  in  ratemaking  proceedingB  as  operating  expense,  see 

Rbtubn,  26. 

1.  A  rate  or  schedule  selected  by  an  electrical  consumer  from  other 
applicable  rates  and  schedules  should  remain  in  effect  until  changed  by 
thirty  days'  written  notice  from  the  consumer.  East  Bakersfield  Improv. 
Asso.  V.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)   830. 

2.  Rules  of  procedure  for  utilities  operating  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia governing,  the  filing  of  rates  and  tariffs  and  changes  and  revisiona 
thereof  were  adopted. by.  the  Commission.  Re  Amendment  of  Rules  of 
Procedure  (D.  C.)   414. 

//.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission. 

To  regulate  rates  as  affected  by  contract  or  charter  provision,  Me  Con- 
stitutional Law,  1-3. 
{Authorizing  Commission  to  prescribe  rates  as  uncdodtltiitionar delega- 
tion of  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  11.  *  -^ 
1\U.R.1916C. 
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To  establish  joint  rates  upon  ordering. the  physical  connection  between 
telephones,  see  Intebcobpobate  Relationb,  1. 

3.  A  new  rate  properly  filed  with  the  tariff  department  needs  no 
aotimi  by  the  Indiana  Commission.  Re ,  Alexandria  Teleph.  Go.  (Ind.) 
41, 

4.  The -OBly  changes  a  Commission  may  make  in  a  schedule  of 
rates  producing  an  inadequate  return  are  such  as  >yiU  eliminate  di»-<. 
crimination  or  render  reasonable  charges  which  aro  in  themselves 
unreasonable.    Lindsmann  v.  Chicago  k  M.  Electric  R.  Co.   (Wis.)  265. 

5.  Ihe  Florida  Commission  will  not  approve  telephone  rates  based 
iipon  the  estimated  cost  of  necessary  improvements,  where  no  .actual 
investment  has  been  made.     Re  San  ford  Teleph.  Co.  (Fla.)  34. 

6.  The  Michigan  Commission  has  no  power  to  regulate  the  absorp- 
tion of  railroad  switching  charges  except  where  discrimination  is  shown. 
Lansing  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.   (Mich.)   1100. 

7.  Tlie  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  power  to  fix  rates  for  the 
service  rendered  by  a  public  utility,  although  that  utility  is  being  oper- 
ated by  receivers  appointed  by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction.  State 
ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly   (Kan.)   810. 

8.  Section  3116  of  the  North  Dakota  Revised  Codes  of  1913,  which 
provides  for  a  maximum  charge  for  grain  storage,  precludes  the  Commis- 
sion from  making  any  rule  requiring  warehouses  to  charge  for  storage, 
in  the  absence  of  a  showing  that  free  storage  results  in  abuses  of  the 
anti-discrimination  act.    Re  Compulsory  Charge  (N.  D.)  222 

III,  Reasonableness;  factors  to  be  considered.      • 

a.  In  general. 

9.  Evidence  that  a  large  part  of  the  capitalization  of  a  public 
service  company  docs  not  represent  money  actually  paid  is  immaterial 
on  the  question  of  the  reasonableness  of  its  rates.  Board  of  Trade  v. 
Mountain  Home  Teleph.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   688. 

10.  That  a  railroad  system  contains  a  duplication  of  facilities  and 
noncompensatory  lines,  and  is  owned  by  interests  which  control  the 
whole  traffic  situation  in  the  district,  may  be  considered  in  fixing  rates. 
Re  San  Diego  k  S.  E.  R.  Co.  (Cat.)   1. 

11.  Tlie  principle  that  a  railroad  must  charge  rates  high  enough  to 
support  it  is  qualified  by  the  recognized  truth  that  patrons  of  public 
utilities,  by  reason  of  the  volume  of  business,  may  be  unable  to  pay 
rates  which  would  return  even  operating  expenses.  Re  San  Diego  k  S. 
E.  R.  Co.    (Cal:)    1. 

h.  Comparison  of  rates. 

.    12.  Comparison  was  made  between  telephone  rates  prior  and  subse- 
quent to  .a  consolidation,  in  determining  wliether  the  latter  rates  were 
excessive.    Coeur  D'Alene  v.  Interstate  Utilities  Co.  (Idaho)  438. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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e.  Cost  of  service. 

13.  In  making  uae  of  the  result  of  a  cost  analysis  to  formulate  a 
rate  schedule,  where  the  analysis  is  based  upon  the  cost  of  the  plant 
new  rather  than  its  fair  value,  one  of  the  modifications  ai  the  cost  ol 
any  class  of  service  as  shown  must  be  a  modification  on  account  of  ttts 
difference  existing  between  cost  new  and  fair  value.  Bogart  ▼.  Wis- 
consin Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   1020. 

d.  Valtte  of  service. 

14.  A  number  of  considerations  besides  the  result  of  a  cost  analysis 
enter  into  the  problem  of  revising  telephone  rates,  among  which  are 
the  value  of  different  classes  of  service  as  far  as  ascertainable,  and  the 
commercial  aspect  of  each  portion  of  the  schedule.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsia 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)   1020. 

15.  In  fixing  the  rates  and  charges  complained  of,  the  sole  question 
before  the  Commission  was  whether  the  charge  was  a  reasonable  exac- 
tion to  be  paid  by  the  individual  dealing  with  the  company,  considering 
the  service  to  be  rendered  by  the  company.  With  the  question  whether 
or  not  the  rate  when  applied  to  all  the  gins  concerned  would  yield  suffi- 
cient revenue  to  pay  the  operating  expenses  and  keep  all  of  them  run- 
ning for  any  length  of  time,  the  Commission  had  no  concern,  and  hence 
the  effect  of  an  admission  by  the  Corporation  Commission,  in  a  proceed- 
ing for  contempt  against  one  company  whose  rates  and  charges  had 
been  fixed,  for  violating  the  order,  that  such  it  would  not,  is  nU,  Okla- 
homa Oin  Co.  V.  State  (Okla.)  22. 

e.  Long  and  stiort  term  rate, 

16.  A  utility  making  a  bid  to  furnish  municipal  street  lighting  at  a 
higher  rate  for  a  two-year  term  than  for  a  ten-year  terra  cannot  be 
compelled  to  furnish  service  for  the  short  term  at  the  long-term  rate, 
since  a  higher  rate  may  be  charged  for  the  shorter  term.  Tamaqua  v. 
Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  430. 

/.  Franchise  restrictions. 

17.  A  sewer  utility  will  not  be  allowed  to  increase  its  rate  over  the 
maximum  fixed  by  an  ordinance  contract,  where  a  denial  of  the  increase 
will  not  make  it  impossible  to  give  safe  and  adequate  service,  and  where 
the  existing  rates  yield  a  return  slightly  in  excess  of  2i  per  cent,  since 
rates  producing  that  income  are  not  confiscatory.  Re  Burlington  Sewer- 
age Co.  (N.  J.)  506. 

18.  A  consolidated  telephone  company  operating  in  a  certain  terri- 
tory under  the  nonrestrictive  franchise  of  a  company  which  it  has  taken 
over  is  not  bound  by  the  rate  restrictions  of  the  franchise  of  another 
absorbed  company  formerly  operating  in  the  same  territory  where  <mly 
the  physical  property  of  the  latter  company  has  been  purchased;  espe* 
cially  where  the  subscribers  of  the  competing  company  had  acquiesced  for 
many  years  in  higher  rates  established  by  it.  Board  of  Trade  ▼.  Moun- 
tain Home  Teleph.  Co.  (K.  T.)  688. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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IF.  JHMrOiUiiaMon. 

DiBcruniaatioii  in  rat«i»  aee  DisosnciNATioify  L 

a.  EieeMeit^, 
J,  1ft 


19.  Sttbneter  or  ieoondary  electrio  meiera  m^y  be  dnurged  lor 
separately  on  a  monthly  rental  baBis  where  the  rates  are  based  on  a 
supply  from  one  meter.  JSast  Bakerefield  Improv.  Aseo.  ▼.  San  Joaquin 
Light  k  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)  830. 

20.  Payment  for  electricity  misappropriated  by  a  consumer  should 
be  based  on  the  average  bill  for  dwellings  having  the  same  number  of 
rooms  and  occupants,  and  not  upon  his  maximum  monthly  consumption. 
Bertram  ▼.  Pacific  Gas  A  E.  Co.  (Ariz.)  410. 

2*  C9nnect€d  I<MUi  ar  maximufH  demand. 

21.  Electric  rates  based  on  the  connected  load  rather  than  the 
maximum  demand  are  preferable  for  small  consumers  whose  operating 
characteristics  are  well  known.  East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San 
Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

22.  The  maximum  demand,  as  a  base  for  an  electric  rate,  should 
be  taken  by  continuous  readings  of  at  least  fifteen  minutes  rather  than 
five  minutes;  and  the  charge  sliould  be  for  the  period  for  which  a  bill 
is  normally  rendered  rather  than  for  the  entire  year.  East  Bakersfield 
Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &,  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)   830. 

3.  Block  rates,' 

23.  A  charge  of  8.88  cents  gross  and  8  cents  net  for  the  first  30 
kilowatt  hours  of  a  period  of  six  months  was  held  reasonable.  Wells- 
burg  V.  Tri-Stafe  R.  &  Electric  Co.   (VV.  Va.)  258. 

4.  Minitnufn  charge, 

24.  A  minimum  charge  for  electricity  is  proper.  Wellsburg  v.  Tri- 
State  R.  k  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  258. 

25.  A  minimum  bill  for  residence  lighting  was  fixed  at  75  cents  per 
meter  per  month  rather  than  at  $1  per  month.  East  Bakersfield  Improv. 
Asso.  V.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.   (Ca..)   830. 

b«  Express, 

26.  Express  companies  operating  in  Louisiana  were  authorized  to 
adjust  intrastate  rates  to  conform  to  the  schedules  of  the  Interstate 
Oommeree  Commission,  it  appearing  desirable  that  interstate  and  intra- 
state rates  be  uniform,  that  the  former  rates  were  unremunerative,  and 
that  there  would  be  a  slight  advance  in  less  than  4  per  cent  of  the 
trafiic.    Ex  parte  American  Bxp.  Co.  (La.)  M3. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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-    ^  .Gmm    ' 

27.  A  minimum  gas  liill  of  25  cients  per  B^ohtd  per  meter  waft  In-^ 
creased  to  50  cents  per  month  to  consumers  failing  to  uso  625  culiic 
feet  per  month  from-  -Hie  primary  Mock  of  10,000  cubic  feet,  that  bein*; 
the  customary  charge  in  other  cities  of  comparable  size.  Springfield  v. 
Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (111.)  28l. 

d.  Interupbmn  ^aihcay, 

Kight  to  increase  rates  notwithstanding  obllgatfona'  to  patronis  along 

line  to  retain  rates,  see  Reiubn,  3. 
Right  of  railway  to  increase  rates  to  reduce  operating  losses  rather  than 

reduce  quality  of  service,  see  Return,  4. 

28.  An  interurJ>an  railway  rate  of  10  cents  to  a  certain  point  ia 
not  sliown  to  be  unreasonablei  by  comparison  with  a  0-cent  rate  to 
the  same  point  on  a  parallel  railway,  furnishing  better  transfer 
facilities  and  more  frequent  service,  where  it  appears  that  the  latter 
company  is  not  itself  earning  a  fair  retem.  lAndemann  v.  Chicago  & 
M,  Electric  R.  Co.   (Wis.)   266. 

29.  In  modifying  a  zone  system  of  interurban  railway  rates  so  as 
to  permit  of  mileage  charges  beyond  the  first-fare  zone  ih  case  of  pur- 
chases of  tickets  or  coupons,  children's  half-fare  rates  were  made  one 
half  of  the  full  rates  for  either  cash,  ticket,  or  coupon  fares  respectively," 
the  company  being  allowed  the  benefit  of  the  half  cent  on  fractional 
computations,  and  being  required  to  charge  only  one  full  fare  In  case  of 
two  half-fare  passengers  traveling  together.  Lindemann  v.  Chicago  & 
M.  Electric  R.  Co.    (Wis.)    265. 

e.  Natural  ffoa, 

30.  A  natural  gas  industrial  rate  cannot  conclusively  be  shown  to 
be  unreasonable  by  comparison  with  rates  at  other  points  where  local, 
conditions  are  materially  different.  Southern  Oil  Co.  v.  Yale  Natural 
Gas  Co.   (Okla.)   93. 

/.  Bailroads. 

1.  In  general. 

Consideration  of  division  of  through  rates  in  rate  making,  see  Bstusn, 

7. 

2,  Pasfenger  rates, 

(a)   in  general, 

31.  A  railroad  operating  at  a  loss  may  be  authorized  to  decrease 
faces  on  one  of  its  lines  to  secure  larger  revenue  from  tlie  resulting 
increase  of  travel.    Re  San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  1. 

32.  A  fraction  of  one-half  mile  or  over  may  be  considered  a  mile, 

P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


INDEX  ai6« 

nATES~con/«nwg(Z. 

in  computizig  a  riailroad  pasaeng^r  fare.     Be  Hates  Missouri  Southern 

R.  Co.   (Mo.)  ft07.       .  . 

33..  A  charge  of  the  aum  nearest  to  five  or  naught  may  be  made  for 
a  TaXlroaji  pafuk^ngor  .fare,  provided  that  tiie  minimum  is  not  less  than 
6  cents.     Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.    (Mo.)   607. 

34.  A  charge  of  one  half  the  adult  fare  for  children  between  the 
ages  of  five  and  twelve  years,  and  the  free  carriage  of  ciiildren  undor 
live  years  of  age,  was  held  reasonable.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R. 
Co.    (Mo.)    COT. 

(h)   'Excess  fares. 

35,'  An  excess  charge  of  10  cents  may  be  exacted  from  passengers 
paying  fare  on  trains  when  ample  opportunity  has  been  afforded  for  the 
^urdiase'  of  a  ticket,  provided  that  the  excess  is  refunded  upon  pres- 
entation of  the  receipt.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

(e)   Baggage, 

36.  The  carrying  of  150  pounds  of  baggage  free  with  each  adult  pas- 
senger and  75  pounds  with  each  half-fare  ticket  was  held  reasonable. 
Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   607. 

3.  Freight  rates. 

Consideration  of  weight,  liability,  and  class  of  equipment  used  in  fixing 
railroad  commodity  rates,  see  Discrimination,  6. 

Necessity  of  filing  tariff  and  sehedtile  before  extending  privilege  of  stop- 
ping cattle  in  trahsit  to  test  market,  see  Discrimination,  14. 

37.  To  determine  the  reasonableness  of  freight  rates  consideration 
must  be  given  to  all  the  elements  surrounding  the  movement  of  the 
trafliCy  and  not  solely  to  the  rates  of  other  railroads  differently  situated. 
Re  San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  (CaU)   1. 

38.  A  railroad  will  not  be  prevented  from  establishing  reasonable 
freight  rates  merely  because  sliippers  cannot  sell  their  products  at  a 
profit,  since  this  niay  be  due  to  natural  or  other  advantages  of  com- 
petitors, and  freight  rates  cannot  be  based  solely  on  the  needs  of  a 
shipper.    Re  San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  1. 

39.  Freight  rates  apparently  not  excessive  by  comparison  may  be 
authorized  subject  to  further  investigation  upon  specific  complaint.  Re 
San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)   1. 

40.  In  formulating  a  scheme  of  railroad  class  rates,  it  is  proper  to 
ascertain  a  just  first-class  rate  and  to  Imse  the  other  classes  upon  a 
given  percentage  of  such  rate.  Re  Rates  Wssouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
607. 

41.  In  computing  charges  under,  railroad  freight  rates,  fractions  of 
a  cent  one  to  five  tenths  may  be  dropped,  and  six  to  nine  tenths  called 
one.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

4^.  A  shipper  calling  for  '^  ofir^of  specified  size  and  in  eommon  use 
for  the  traffic  to  be  handled  is  entitled  to  have  his  shipment  accepted 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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and  billed  by  the  carrier  subject  to  -the  miBimtim  weight  applicable  on 
the  equipment  ordered,  although  a  car  of  greater  carrying  capacity  ift 
forniahed,  unless  the  shipper  loads  the  ear  in  excess  of  the  carrying 
capacity  of  the  equipment  ordered.  Re  Rates  Miasoari  Southon  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  607. 

Increase  over  maximum  rate  fixed  by  ordinance  contract,  see  17,  supra. 

h.  SteamlHMtSm 

43.  A  steamship  lumber  rate  of  more  than  the  traffic  will  bear  will 
not  be  reduced  to  a  point  that  will  move  the  traffic  where  terminal  out- 
of-pocket  expenses  will  not  be  covered.  Villaflor  ▼.  Compafiia  General 
De  Tabacos  De  Filipinas    (Philippine)    127. 

I.  Street  railways^ 

44.  A  railroad  will  not  be  permitted  to  increase  established  railway 
fares  within  a  city  from  5  to  10  cents  imless  justification  therefor  is 
shown,  §  27  of  the  Public  Utilities  act  (Cal.)  providing  that  not  more 
than  5  cents  shall  be  charged  within  the  corporate  limits  of  any  city 
unless  justified.    Re  San  Diego  &  S.  £.  R.  Co.   (Cal.)  1. 

j.  Telephones. 

45.  The  use,  and  not  the  location,  of  a  telephone,  must  decide  its 
classification  as  residential  or  business.  Re  Central ia  Teleph.  Co. 
(Kan.)  421. 

46.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  will  not  fix  a  uniform  rate  for  tele- 
phone service  for  the  state  as  a  whole,  or  a  uniform  rate  for  all  classes 
of  service  in  a  city,  since  such  uniformity  cannot  be  justified  either  by 
the  cost  or  value  of  the  service.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
1020. 

47.  The  practice  of  a  telephone  company  of  applying  the  rates  for 
the  nickel  classes  of  service  in  the  form  of  a  monthly  guaranty  was  held 
reasonable.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

48.  A  schedule  of  telephone  rates  for  various  classes  of  service  may 
be  based  on  the  principle  of  tlie  cost  of  the  service  although,  by  reason 
of  the  peculiar  character  of  the  business,  this  principle  may  be  so  modi- 
fied as  to  permit  a  higher  rate  of  profit  on  some  classes  of  service  than 
on  others.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   1020. 

49.  Excess  radius  charges  for  telephone  service  varying  for  one- 
party  lines  from  $7.50  for  the  first  quarter  mile  to  $108  for  the  twelfth 
quarter  mile,  for  two-party  lines  from  $3.75  for  the  first  quarter  mile  to 
$54  for  the  twelfth  quarter  mile,  and  for  four-party  lines  from  $1.88 
for  the  first  quarter  mile  to  $27  for  the  twelfth  quarter  mile,  were  held 
excessive,  being  out  of  proportion  to  the  increased  cost  incurred  by  rea- 
son of  such  excess  mileage.  Bogart  t.  Wisconsin  teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
1020. 
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50.  An  unlimited  VoaineM  rnte  of  |M  ptf  ye*r  was  reduced  to  $87 
per  year,  although  the  cost  of  the  aervioe  was  approximately  $76  per 
main  station  per  year,  it  appearing  that  about  30  per  cent  of  its  sub- 
scribers were  voluntarily  taking  this  needlessly  expensive  clais  of  serv- 
ioe.    Bogart  y.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

51.  A  flat  rate  of  $2  per  month  for  rural  multi-party  telephones  is 
not  excessive  where  connection  is  made  with  1,353  instrumoitB,  wlutt 
the  rate  is  lower  than  that  of  other  oompanies  for  similar  servioe,  and 
where  the  rate  does  not  permit  a  return  of  8  per  cent  and  a  depreciation 
allowance  of  10  per  cent.  Lambert  y.  Northern  I.  &  M.  Power  Co. 
(Msnt)  145. 

Ic.  Waters. 

Duty  of  utility  to  furnish  pure  water  supply  before  increasing  rates,  see 
Return,  5. 

52.  A  minimum  charge  for  water  may  be  made.  New  Castle  Box  Co. 
T.  New  Castle  Water  Co.   (Pa.)   106. 

53.  A  minimum  water  charge  of  $48  a  quarter  for  2-iDch  pipe  service 
to  a  factory  cannot  be  shown  to  be  unreasonably  high  by  comparison 
with  an  annual  charge  of  $7,000  for  public  service,  or  with  a  minimum 
domestic  charge  of  $5  a  year,  or  with  an  annual  charge  of  $28  for  fire 
protection  hydrants  served  by  4  and  6  inch  pipes,  especially  where  there 
is  no  evidence  aa  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  $28  charge,  where  the  plant 
return  does  not  exceed  4.44  per  cent,  and  where  the  average  bill  to  the 
factory  for  actual  consumption  over  a  period  of  17  quarters  materially 
exceeded  the  minimum.  New  Castle  Box  Co.  v.  New  Castle  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)   106. 

BEADING  mrTERS. 

Of  gas  meters,  method  of,  see  Sebvice,  20. 

BEAPPORTIONMEHT. 

Basis  for  reapportioning  telephone  expenses,  see  AppoBTio^MiCTrr,  6. 

BECEIVEBS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  receivers  appointed  by  court  to 
operate  public  utility,  see  Commissions,  7. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rate  of  utility  operated  by  re- 
ceiver, see  Rates,  7. 

REOOHHECTINO  CHARGE. 

Consumers  to  pay  for,  when,  see  Service,  9. 

Where  electric  service  has  been  cut  off  for  misappropriation  of 
electricity,  see  Sekvice,  12. 

REDUCED  RATES. 

See  Fbbb  ob  Reduced  Rates. 
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Of  excess  faare  coHected  f  rimi  passengers  witiMiit  tickets,  see  Ra^vks, 
85.  ; 

SEGUIiATlOHB. 

See  Rules  and  RixiULATiONS. 


See  Cebiiobari;  Injoicction;  Mandamus. 
By  appeal,  see  Afpkal  and  Review. 
•    Necessity  ol   txteausting-  pemedy  through.  Comifiissioti   to  eomp^ 
efficient  service  before  resorting  to  the  courts,  see  ManoaicdS, 
3. 
See  also  Pabties;  Pbocedubb. 

BEMOVAI.  OF  CAUSES. 

1.  An  originaL  proceeding  in  mandamus  is  not  removable  from  a 
state  to  a  Federal  court,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  not  a  ^'eivil  action'' 
within  the  meaning  of  the  removal  acts  of  Congress  ( act  March  3,  1911, 
chap.  231,  §  28,  36  Stat,  at  L.  1094,  Comp.  Stat.  1913,  §  1010).  Stat^ 
ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly    (Kan.)    56. 

2.  A  suit  which  is  ancillary  and  supplemental  to  one  previously 
brought  in  a  state  court,  and  which  is  so  connected  with  the  original 
suit  as  to  form  an  incident  thereto,  and  to  be  substantially  a  continu- 
ation thereof,  cannot  be  removed  into  a  district  court  of  the  United 
States,  unless  the  original  suit  has  been  previously  or  may  be  simul- 
taneously removed.    State  ex  rel.  Caster  v.  Flannelly  (Kan.)   56. 

RENTAI.. 

Apportionment  of  rent  of  general  offices  used  by  gas  and  electric 

departments,  se^  Apportionment,  2. 
Allowance  for,  in  fixing  operating  expenses,  see  Retubn,  22,  23. 

REPAIRS  ASXn  REPLACEMENTS. 

Increase  in  telephone  rates  to  provide  for  replacements,  see  Rb* 

TURN,  6. 
Abnormal  expense  for  maintenance  of  way  and  structures  in  single 

year,  to  be  amortized,  see  Return,  11. 
Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  over  issuance  of  securities 

for  ihaintenance  and  replacements,  see  Security  Issues,  10. 
Right  to  charge  interest  during  construction  on  replacements  made 

while  operating  railroad,  see  Valuation,  42. 

RE^ARATXOH. 

Refund  ot  excess  fares  collected  from  passengers  without  tickets, 
see  Rates,  35. 

REPIiACEMENTS. 

See  Repairs  and  Replacements. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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BSPRODUCTION  COST. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing*  Tftlue  ior  rate  makings  «ee-  Valuation, 

3-5,  13. 
Method  of  ascertaining,  see  Valvation^  26.- 

REPRODUCTION  COST  I.ESS/JDSPRECIATXON. 

As  measure  of  value  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  YAi^ATioN,  14- 

16. 
Method  of  ascertaining,  see  Valuation,  27-32. 

RBSRByi?  -WVMJK 

Depreciation  reserve,  see  Dbpbbciation,  10-12, 

RESERVOIRS. 

Allowance  for  capacity  value  of  reservoirs  in  addition  to  construc- 
tion cost  and  valne  of  water  rights  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valu- 
ation, 78. 

RESmENCE. 

Vacant  residence  not  necessary  adjunct  of  gas  making  not  included 
in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  58. 

RESIDENCE  TELEPHONE  RATES. 

Propriety  of  liaviug  a  business  telephone  bear  portion  of  rate  in- 
crease wliere  residence  rate  is  below  cost  of  service,  see  Dis- 

CRUiJNATION,  8. 

Use  rather  than  location  of  telephone  as  determining  classification 
as  residental  or  business,  see  Rates,  45. 

RETURN. 

/.  In  general,  1—7. 
/f,  Jtetyrn  an  a  whole,  S,  O, 
HI.  Amortization  of  tonnes  and  expenses^   10^12. 
iF.  Operating  expenses,    13—27, 
tt.  In  general,  13,  14. 
h.  Salaries  aticl  services,  IS,  16, 
c.  Supervision  expenses,  17,  IS. 
cl.  Carrying  charge  hy  sxipply  company,  19* 

e.  Cost  of  production,  20,  21. 

f.  Rentals,  22,  23. 

g.  Sale  expenses,  24. 

.  h.  Ex  pi  me  of  rate  proceeding,  25, 
t.  Interest,   26. 

j.  Protection  against  losses,  27, 
V.  Reasonableness^  2S—47. 

a.  Factors  to  he  eonsitlered,  2SS3. 

"b.  Reasonableness  of  partl(mlar  atnounis,  d4— 47« 

1,  Blectrieity,  34,  d«f. 

2,  Gas,  36,  37. 
P.U.R.391GC.  74 
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a.  Interurhan  raUtoaff,  8S* 
4L,  Natural  gas,  39. 

6.  BaUroa4s,  40,  41. 

o«   SCtCCVSf 

7.  Telephones,  4;^— 411. 

8.  Water,  47. 

J.  In  general. 

Utility  stockholders  not  entitled  to  dividends  until  a  proper  depreelAtion 
reserve  is  set  up,  see  Depbbciatiott,  10. 

Changes  in  rates,  producing  inadequate  return  to  eliminate  discrimina- 
tion, see  Rates,  4. 

1.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  telephone  service  interest  was  computed 
at  7i  per  cent  on  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property.  Bogart  y.  Wis- 
consin Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)   1020. 

2.  A  railroad  should  bear  some  of  the  loss  incident  to  crop  failure 
and  general  business  depression.  Re  San  Diego  &  S.  £.  R.  Co.  (Cal.) 
1. 

3.  Interurban  railway  fares  which  return  far  less  than  operating 
expenses  may  be  increased  in  spite  of  obligations  to  consider  settlers 
along  the  line  and  the  company's  verbal  promises  upon  receiving  its 
charter.     Re  San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.   (Cal.)   1. 

4.  A  railway  will  be  permitted  to  increase  its  fares  to  reduce 
operating  losses,  rather  than  return  to  an  abbreviated  service,  where  it 
is  not  likely  that  a  lesser  service  is  wanted  or  would  decrease  losses. 
Re  San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.   (Cal.)   1. 

5.  A  water  company  furnishing  impure  water  and  receiving  an 
inadequate  revenue  will  not  be  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  or  to  put 
a  meter  rate  into  effect,  until  after  a  pure  supply  is  furnished.  Thorn 
V.  Montgomery  Light  &  Water  Improv.  Co.   (W.  Va.)  406. 

6.  A  co-operative  telephone  association  will  be  permitted  to  in- 
crease its  rates  to  provide  for  replacements  and  reconstruction  although 
past  surplus  has  been  used  for  extensions  instead  of  depreciation,  where 
the  management  has  been  economical,  no  dividends  have  been  paid,  and 
none  of  the  increase  will  be  used  to  pay  dividends  or  increase  salaries. 
Re  Hamilton  County  Farmers'  Teleph.  Asso.   (Neb.)   151. 

7.  An  amoubt  received  on  a  division  of  a  through  rate  by  the  initial 
railroad  in  excess  of  its  local  rate  cannot  be  deducted  from  its  reve- 
nue in  rate  making,  where  the  excess  is  based  upon  the  reduction  in  ex- 
pense to  the  subsequent  carriers  in  soliciting  the  traffic,  furnishing  and 
placing  the  cars  for  loading,  and  otherwise  starting  the  shipment.  Re 
Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.   (Mo.)  607. 

//.  Return  as  a  whole. 

8.  A  utility  operating  several  departments  and  farnishliig  different 
kinds  of  service  is  not  entitled  to  have  the  different  properties  valued 
as  one  property  and  the  rate  of  return  based  upon  the  earnings  of  the 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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mtite  property.    Re  Colorado  Springs  Li(^,  Bb/A  k  P.  Go.   (Colo.) 
464. 

9.  In  determining  the  reftWMaablenefls  of  telephone  rates  for  a  given 
city,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  will  not  consider  the  business  of  the 
company  in  the  state  as  a  whole,  but  will  give  principal  consideration 
to  the  cost  of  furnishing  service  in  the  city  as  related  to  the  revenue 
which  the  company  is  deriving  from  that  service,  although  some  con- 
sideration may  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  company  is  undertaking 
to  develop  a  comprehensive  system  of  telephone  service  in  the  state. 
Bogart  V.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   1020. 

Hi.  Amortization  of  losses  and  expenses, 

10.  Payments  -  to  consumers  for  direct  current  motor  equipment 
made  useless  by  the  substitution  of  alternating  current  servi^  should 
be  held  in  a  suspense  account  and  amortized  oyer  a  period  not  to 
exceed  ten  years,  since  the  payments  cannot  be  charged  to  the  perma- 
nent capital  account.    Jackman  v.  Janeaville  Electric  Co.   (Wis.)   400. 

11.  An  abnormal  expense  for  maintenance  of  way  and  structures  in 
a  single  year  should  not  be  charged  to  operating  expenses  for  that 
year,  but  should  be  distributed  over  a  larger  period,  in  determining 
the  amount  of  operating  expenses  in  a  railroad  rate  inquiry.  Re  Rates 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.    (Mo.)   607. 

12.  The  Illinois  Commission  ordered  that  all  discounts,  commissions, 
and  expenses  in  connection  witli  the  approval,  issuance,  and  sale  of 
bonds  be  amortized  out  of  income  in  equal  annual  instalments.  Re 
Southern  Illinois  Gas  Co.   (111.)   704. 

rr.  Operating  expenses, 

a.  In  general. 

Abnormal  expense  for  maintenance  of  way  and  structures  in  single  year 
not  to  be  charged  to  operating  expenses  for  that  year,  see  supra,  11. 

13.  A  railroad  will  not  be  required  to  discontinue  a  nonpaying#line 
to  decrease  general  operating  losses  where  tiie  upkeep  of  the  line  is  so 
small  that  very  little  saving  would  result  from  its  abandonment.  Re 
San  Diego  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)   1. 

14.  A  rural  multi-party  line>  rather  than  each  telephone  thereon, 
should  be  considered  as  the  unit  in  determining  the  average  cost  per 
station  for  exchange  operation  and  maintenance  of  exchange  equipment. 
Lambert  v.  Northern  I.  &  M.  Power  Co.  (Mont.)   146. 

h.  Salaries  and  services, 

15.  An  annual  allowance  of  $1,000  was  found  to  -be  reasonable  for 
general  manajjomont  and  the  keeping  of  the  books  of  a  water  utility 
valued  for  rate  making  at  $150,000.  Re  Cripple  Creek  Water  Oo. 
(Colo.)   788. 

16.  A  salary  of  $S,400  for  the  president  and  general  manager  of  a 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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telephone  system  vahied  at  $8>,^fil.49.  fdr  ri<ie'  making  was  held  epr 
orbitant,  and  an  allowance  of  $6,000  per  annum  was  held  ample.  Cwv 
D'Alene  v.  Interstate  UtilitieB  Ck>.   (Idfllio)   438. 

c.  Supervision  ejrpenseM. 

17.  An  operating  electric  company  is  juistificd  in  paying  a  holding 
company  2  per  cent  of  its  gross  sales  for  general  supervision  expense, 
where  the  management  of  the  utility  has  been  excellent  and  the  general 
operating  expenses  have  been  reduced  without  impairment  of  the  serv- 
ice.    Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Colo.)   464. 

18.  A  subsidiary  telephone  company's  annual  payment  of  4i  per 
cent  of  gross  earnings  to  the  parent  company,  in  return  for  the  cost  of 
promotion  and  financing,  lease  of  instrumenta,  patent  protection,  and 
peculiarly  valuable  executive  and  management  service*,  was  held  .a 
proper  operating  expense.     Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925 

d.  Carrying  charge  by  supply  company, 

19.  An  agreement  of  a  telephone  company  with  a  supply  company 
by  which  the  latter  receives  a  certain  percentage,  above  actual  cost  of 
materials,  for  carrying  charges,  does  not  necessarily  operate  to  burden 
the  telephone  company  with  excessive  maintenance  costs  or  with  abnor- 
mal construction  charges,  since  it  is  reasonable  that  the  supply  com- 
pany should  be  compensated  for  carrying  stock  for  the  relief  of  a 
telephone  company;  and  the  question  is  not  material  in  a  rate  inquiry 
where,  if  the  entire  charge  were  eliminated,  the  effect  of  the  reduction 
would  be  negligible.     Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   1020. 

€,  Cant  of  production. 

20.  An  anticipated  saving  from  making  coal  gas  instead  of  water 
gas  should  be  considered  in  fixing  a  rate-making  allowance  for  the  cost 
of  producing  gas.    Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (III.)  281. 

21.  In  fixing  the  cost  of  producing  gas  per  1,000  cubic  feet,  com- 
parison may  be  made  with  the  costs  in  other  citiea  of  an  approximate 
size,  although  such  comparison  is  not  controlling.  SpringAeld  v.  Spring- 
field Gas  ft  £.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

f.  Rentals, 

22.  An  allowance  for  rent  in  a  rate  case  will  be  made  for  only  «o 
much  of  a  leased  gas-holder  site  as  is  used  and  useful  for  the  holder. 
Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

23.  The  sum  of  $700,  and  not  $216,  was  held  a  fair  annual  operating 
expense  for  the  rent  of  gas  office  furniture  and  fixtures  valued  at  $7,037. 
Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gaa  ft  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

g.  Sale  expenses, 

24.  Expenses  in  the  sale  of  ^as  that  have  increased  disproportion- 
P.U.U.1916C. 
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ttf^y  t6  safes)  >RriH  i{o6  be  'milimed  in  fii!ng>  operating  exfMsnses  in  rat-j 

nakiagt.    Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  £.  Go.  (III.)  281; 

h.  Expense  of  rate  proceeding. 

25.  No  aflowance  will  be  made  for  extraordinary  utility  expenses 
incurred  in  a  rate-making  proceeding,  where'  the  company  has  been 
compensated  by  excessive  rates  since  its' rates  were  questioned.  Spring- 
fidd  v.'Spriiigfi^d  Gaa  &  £.  Co.  (III.)  281.  ^     ^  . 

i.  Interest. 

26.  Interest  on  unfunded  debt  aliould  be  treated  as  part  of  the  re-, 
turn,  rather  than  as  an  operation  expense,  in  a  rate  proceeding.  Re 
Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   607. 

j,  I^rotection  against  losses. 

27.  An  electric  utility  is  not  entitled  in  its  return  to  a  specific  al- 
lowance to  be  set  aside  annually  as  protection  against  extraordinary 
future  accidents.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.) 
464. 

F.  Reasonableness. 

a.  Factors  to  he  conslilcred . 

28.  The  average  annual  interest  necessary  to  attract  capital  to  simi- 
lar utilities  may  be  consider^  in 'filling  a  rite  of  return.  Springfield 
V.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (111.)   281. 

29.  In  fixing  a  maximum  rate  of  return,  consideration  should  be 
given  the  legal  rate  of  interest,  the  current  market  rates  for  money, 
the  customary  rates  obtainable  on  investments  in  similar  enterprises, 
the  nature  of  the  business,  the  hazards,  and  whether  the  return  will 
attract  new  capital.    Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)   025. 

30.  Returns  upon  the  investment  in  a  telephone  plant  should  cover 
the  coat  of  th€  capital  necessary,  the  compensation  for  certain  risks 
auch  as  are  not  covered  in  the  interest  charges,  and  the  cost  of  such 
managerial  expenses  as  are  not  included  in  tlie  operating  expenses 
proper.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   1020. 

31.  The  value  of  utility  property,  the  amount  invested,  and  the 
value  of  the  service  to  the  consumer,  sliould  all  be  considered  in  fixing 
the  rate  of  return.    Re  Bridgeport  Natural  Gas  &  Oil  Co.  ( W.  Va.)  253. 

32.  The  right  of  a  public  utility  to  earn  A  reasonable  return  upon 
the  present  fair  value  of  its  property  is  contingent  upon  charging  the 
consuming  public  no  more  than  the  reasonable  value  of  the  commodity 
or  service  furnislied.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Oolo.) 
464. 

S3.  In  fixing  the  amount  of  the  annual  depreciation  allowance  on 
the  sinking-fund  baais,  the  California  Commission  will  not  assume  a 
return  of  only  4  per  cent,  where  it  appears  that  the  depreciation  re* 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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serve  is  regularly  invested  in  the  plabt  upon  whieh  ft  return  of  8  per 
cent  is  allowed.  East  Bakersfleld  Improv.  A«8o.  v.  Son  Joftfuin  Ligjhi 
&  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

d.  Beasonahlenesa  of  particular  amounts, 

1,  EUctricity, 

34.  A  return  of  $4,500  on  an  electric  oompaii3r'«  property  valued  afc 
$100,000  is  small,  especially  where  no  allowance  has  been  made  for 
depreciation.     Wellsburg  v.  Tri-fiUte  R,  ft  Electric  Co.   (W.  Va.)   258. 

35.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  was  allowed  an  electric  utility,  on  the 
theory  that  a  return  should  be  sufficient  to  attract  additional  necessary 
capital,  although  the  cost  of  money  was  only  6  per  cent,  and  notwith- 
standing that  extensive  transmission  and  distribution  lines  had  been 
built  largely  to  hold  the  territory  from  a  competitor.  East  Bakersfleld 
Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  ft  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)   830. 

2.  Gas, 

36.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  a  gas  plant  was  held 
reasonable.    Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  ft  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

37.  The  return  for  a  gas  utility  was  fixed  at  7  per  cent  to  enable  the 
company  to  earn  6^  per  cent  on  capital,  and  to  pay  interest  on  bonds 
issued  for  construction.  Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey  Gas  Ck>.  (N.  J.) 
163. 

d.  Interurban  raUwaif, 

38.  Increased  interurban  railway  rates  which  will  not  amount  to 
more  than  4  per  cent  upon  the  valuation  of  the  company's  property 
cannot  be  said  to  produce  a  fair  return.  Lindemann  v.  Chicago  ft  M. 
Electric  R.  Co.   (Wis.)  265. 

4.  Natural  gas, 

39.  An  annual  net  return  of  $6,800  on  an  investment  of  $50,000  is 
not  excessive  for  a  natural  gas  company  considering  the  rapid  depre- 
ciation of  its  plant.  Re  Bridgeport  Natural  Gas  ft  Oil  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
253. 

5.  Railroads. 

40.  Rates  yielding  a  return  of  0.46  per  cent  for  passenger  service 
and  4.06  per  cent  for  carload  freight  service  are  inadequate;  but «  re- 
turn of  15.89  per  cent  for  less  than  carload  freight  s^vice  is  ample,  if 
not  unreasonably  high.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

41.  An  inadequate  2  cents  a  mile  railroad  passenger  fare  was  in- 
creased to  3  cents,  rather  than  4  cents,  upon  consideration  of  the  worth 
ol  the  service,  that  the  carrier  had  voluntarily  charged  only  3  oentf. 
prior  to  a  compulsory  reduction,  and  that  the  Inoreaae  might  yield  a  r*- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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turn  oi  7  per  o€»t;  ftnd  upon  eonditioa  that  the  currier  would  sell  rpund- 
trip  tickets  at  a  10  per  cent  reduction  and  bearer  and  coupon  mileage 
booke  at  2^  cents  a  mile.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  .Co.  (Mo.) 
007. 

Return  in  excess  ci  2}  per  cent  for  sewer  company  not  oonflscatory,  see 
RAns,  17. 

7.  Telephones. 

42.  There  can  be  no  reduction  in  telephone  rates  which  produce  a 
return  of  from  |  of  1  per  cent  to  1]  per  cent  upon  the  lowest  valuation 
permitted  by  the  evidence.  Board  of  Trade  v.  Mountain  Home  Teleph. 
Co.   (N.  Y.)  688. 

43.  Telephone  rates  yielding  a  return  of  only  2.51  per  cent  are  not 
exceseive.    Cceur  D'Alene  v.  Interstate  Utilities  Co.  (Idaho)  438. 

44.  A  slight  increase  in  telephone  rates  that  will  yield  a  return  of 
6.857  per  cent  is  not  unreasonable.  Re  Long  Prairie  Teleph.  Co,  (Minn.) 
141. 

45.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  a 
telephone  company  was  held  justified,  particularly  in  view  of  the  un- 
usual efficiency  of  the  nuuiagement^  and  of  the  peculiar  risks  of  the 
business.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

46.  Eight  per  cent  is  the  maximum  return  tliat  Will  ba  aUawed  a 
telephone  company,  and  therefore  rates  yielding  a  return  of  6  per  cent 
are  not  excessive  although  an  increase  will  not  necessarily  be  permitted. 
Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.>  925. 

S,  Water, 

Water  utility  to  furnish  pure  water  notwithstanding  inadequate  return, 
see  Service,  30. 

47.  An  allowance  of  7  per  oent  was  made  for  return  fsom  a  water 
plant  in  fixing  the  operating  expenses.  Thorn  v.  Montgomery  Light  A 
Water  Inprov.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  40«. 


Apportionment  of  revenues  of  intrastate  railroads  between  inter- 
state and  intrastate  traffic,  see  Appobtionmbnt,  4. 

RSVIEW, 

See  Appeal  and  Review. 

BEVOOATIOH. 

Of  electric  transmission  line  franchise,  see  FftairoHiSEa,  4 
Ground  for  revoking  order  authorising  additicoud  bond  issue,  tee 

SECUBITt  ISBTOSy  2>  3. 
P.U,R.1916C. 
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BIGHTS  OF  WAT. 

Right  t6  compel  electric  eon sumer  to'^ilnt  ffee  right  of  Wy  be^ 
yond  his  installation  as  condition  precedent  to  service,  see 
Skbvice,  15. 

Allowance  for  value  of  railroad  right  of  way  in  valuation  proceed- 
ings, see  Valuation,  70-72, 

Allowance  for  telephone  rights  of  way  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valua- 
.TION,  107-111.  .,.•...• 

BISK. 

Consideration  of  risks  of  the  business  in  fixing  rate  of  return,  see 
Return,  29,  30. 

BO  AD  BED. 

Kight  to  include  appreciation  on  grading  due  to  adaptation  and 
solidification  of  railroad  road  bed  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valua- 
tion, 57. 

BJTLBB  AKD  BEGUIiATIONS. 

For  operation  of  jitneys,  see  Automobiles,  2-4. 

Power  of  Commission  to  make  rules  and  regulations  upon  ordering 
physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  1ntercorpor.\te  Rela- 
tions, 2. 

Rules  of  procedure  governing  filing  of  rates  and  tariffs  for  utilities 
operated  in  District  of  Columbia,  see  Rates,  2. 

BUBAI.  HIGKWATS. 

See  HioHWAYS  and  STRBaCTS. 

BTTBAL  TELEPHONE  LINES. 

Telephone  company  not  to  be  held  responsible  for  poor  service  be- 
cause of  rural  line,  see  Sjcbvicb^  33. 
Rates  for  rural  multi-party  telephones,  see  Rates,  51. 

BUSH  HOTTBS. 

On  street  railways,  see  Service,  27. 

SALABIES. 

Allowance  for,  in  fixing  operating  expenses,  see  Retukit,  15,  10. 

SALE. 

For  sale  amounting  to  merger,  see  Consolbdation,  Merger  and 

Sale. 
Discount,  commissions  and  expenses  in  connection  with  sale  of  bonds 

to  be  amortized,  see  Return,  12. 
Allowance  for  sale  expense  in  fixing  operating  cxpen8«?s,  sec  Return, 

24. 

SALE  PBICE. 

Polici^  of  California  Commisskm  not  to  authorise  stock  to  be  sold 
at  less  than  80  to  85  Applicable  to  reissue  of  stock  bougtit  at 
an  assessment  sale,  see  Seguritt  Isstrss,  16. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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SCHEBVIiES. 

See  IUTB0. 


SECURITT. 

Requiring  farmere  to  sign  contract  providing  that  electric  bills 
eball  be  a  lien  on  land  aa  diacriniination»  see  Di&CBUiiHATioti, 
10. 

For  payment  of.  bills,  see  Payment,  2-4. 

flEOUKITT  I88U£8. 

/.  In  general,  /— 5. 
11.  V«rl«clicMoti,  liouHnto  <md  duHes  of  Camm4$9Umf  4^X0, 

III.  Purpose,  11-^14:. 

IV,  Proportion  of  bonds  to  stock,  IS, 
V.  Sale  prleef  19. 

I.  In  general. 

Consolidation  of  interurban  railway  by  purcliase  of  stock  and  bonds,  see 

C'0N60U0ATI0X,    MBBOEB    AND    8ALE. 

Mandamus  to  compel  approval  of  security  issues,  see  Mandamus,  6,  0. 

Discounts,  commissions,  and  expenses  in  connection  with  approval,  is- 
suance and  sale  of  bonds  to  be  amortized,  seeRKTUBN,  12. 

Connideration  of  amount  and  value  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see 
Valuation,  3,  4,  17. 

1.  A  bondholder  is  not  entitled  to  notice  of  application  for  authority 
to  issue  additional  bonds,  where  it  is  not  required  by  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice,  and  where  the  mortgage  conditions  the  additional  issue 
solely  upon  the  requirements  of  the  corporation  as  determined  by  its 
directors  and  approved  by  the  Commission.  Shiebler  v.  Suffolk  Gas  Ik  £. 
U  Co.  (N.  y.)  70. 

2.  An  order  duly  made,  authorizing  an  additional  issue  of  bonds, 
will  not  be  revoked  unless  it  was  granted  in  misapprehension  of  essen- 
tial facts  or  unless  the  applicant  acted  in  bad  faith.  Shiebler  v.  Suf- 
folk Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.  (N.  Y.)   70. 

3.  The -fact  that  a  utility  agrees  to  pay  a  contractor  10  per  cent  in 
addition  to  the  cost  of  direct  labor  and  material  used  in  an  extension,, 
^d  that  the  contracting  company  is  affiliated  with  the  utility,  is  not  a 
ground  ior  revocaticm  of  an  order  authorizing  an  additional  issue  of 
bonds  to  pay  for  the  exteusion,  where  the  10  per  cent  charge  reim- 
burses the  contractor  for  out-of-pocket  expenditures  not  spccificaUy  billed 
jigajni^t  the.  i^ork,  where  no  -advantage  is  taken  of  the  affiliation  to  reap 
an  undue  profit,  and  where  the  lionds  could  not  have  been  sold  on  favor- 
able terms  and  the  extension  made  without  the  contractor's  assistance. 
Shiebler  v.  Suffolk  Gas  &  E.  L.'Co.  (N.  Y.)   70. 

4.  The  discretion  of  gas  utility  directors,  not  manifestly  exercised 
in  bad  faith  or  at  least  in  plain  disregard  of  the  rights  of  the  puUiie 
or  the  oimera,  will  not  be.  overruled  by  revoeation  of  an  order  authorise 
ing  an  additional  issue  :of  bonds  to  pay  logr  an  author ited  fiztenaioiiy 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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merely  because  not  immediately  remunerative.     Shiebler  ▼.  Suffolk  Gas 

&  E.  L.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   70. 

5.  A  hearing  upon  the  application  of  a  railroad  company  for  pep^ 
mission  to  issue  securities  to  refund  indebtedness  to  another  company  for 
capital  expenditures  will  not  be  adjourned,  pending  the  determination  of 
a  minority  stockholder's  accounting  suit  affecting  part  of  the  indebted- 
ness, where  such  stockholders  have  failed  to  show  to  the  Commission 
that  the  indebtedness  was  not  properly  incurred  or  that  the  method  of 
liquidation  is  improper,  since  such  an  adjournment  w^uld  be  tanta* 
mount  to  an  injunction,  a  relief  which  should  and  could  be  obtained 
from  the  court  if  complainant's  interests  were  likel^r  to  be  j«opardiked 
by  the  issuance  of  the  securities  asked  for.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N. 
Y.)  81. 

//.  Jurimliction,  potters  and  duties  of  Oon^fieiMrfoft. 

6.  Commissions  should  give  applications  relating  to  the  issuance  of 
securities  the  earliest  attention  possible.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
81. 

7.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  power  to  refuse  to  approve  the 
issuance  of  securities  by  a  utility  merely  because  the  proceeds  thereof 
are  to  be  expended  in  extensions  which  will  duplicate  the  facilities  of 
another  company.    Public  Service  Commission  v.  State  (Ind.)  42. 

8.  The  California  Commission  has  the  same  jurisdiction  over  the 
reissuance  of  stock  bought  in  by  the  utility  at  an  assessment  sale  as 
it  has  over  an  original  issue.    Re  Petaluma  &  S.  R.  R.  Co.   (Cal.)   779. 

9.  Equipment  trust  certificates  are  within  the  purview  of  the  Ari- 
zona statute  (Rev.  Stat.  1913,  chap.  11,  §§  2327,  2328)  providing 
that  a  railroad  shall  not  encumber  any  part  of  its  system  without  the 
Commission's  consent,  although  the  trustee  is  a  nonresident,  the  cer- 
tificates are  not  to  be  issued  or  payable  in  Arizona,  and  the  trust 
agreement  and  railroad  lease  of  the  trust  rolling  stock  are  not  a  lien 
upon  any  property  permanently  located  in  Arizona,  where  the  equip- 
ment will  be  used  upon  an  affiliated  line  wholly  intrastate  in  character 
and  for  intrastate  traffic  on  the  lessee's  interstate  lines,  as  well  as  for 
purely  interstate  traffic.    Re  rfouthem  P.  Co.  (Ariz.)  776. 

10.  The  New  York  Commission  has  authority  under  |  69  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  law,  as  amended  in  1910,  to  approve,  in  a 
proper  case,  an  issue  of  securities  for  the  purpose  of  ntaintenance  of 
service  and  making  replacements,  provided  that  the  purpoees  are  ex- 
pressly stated  and  certified  in  the  order,  and  the  transaetion  is  safe- 
guarded by  requiring  the  due  and  timely  amortization  or  other  extin- 
guishment of  the  charges  thus  created.  Re  Binghamton  Light,  Hent  ft  P. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  769. 

///.  Purpose. 

11.  Stock  may  be  issued  as  a  dividend  against  a  sarpUtt  aocum- 
Hlated  from  reasonable  rates  without  payment  of  dividends  or  salaries, 
tiie  stoek  representing  more  money  in  the  plant  than  its  par  value.    Re 
Mars  Hill  ft  B.  Eleetric  Light  ft  Water  Co.  (Me.)  603. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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1^.  Stock  can  be  issued  as  a  dividend  under  the  negatiye  provision 
of  §  37  of  the  Maine  Public  Utilities  act,  that  a  stock  dividend  cannot 
be  declared  without  the  Commission's  consent,  although  such  an  issue 
is  not  within  the  affirmative  provision  of  |  85,  which  declares  the 
purposes  for  which  stock  can  be  issued,  since  the  latter  section  applies 
only  to  the  issue  of  securities  to  secure  new  capital.  Re  Mars  Hill  & 
B.  Electric  Light  k  Water  Co.  (Me.)   603. 

13.  Upon  organization,  a  gas  company  was  authorized  to  use  $473,- 
700  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  stock  and  bonds  for  the  acquisition 
of  property  and  the  construction  of  facilities,  $67,028  of  the  proceeds 
for  engineering,  superintendence,  omissions,  interest  during  construc- 
tion, and  legal  expenses,  $50,000  of  the  proceeds  for  working  capital  and 
development  expenses  (provided  that  such  part  of  this  fund  as  is  not 
required  for  said  purposes  shall  be  used  for  the  retirement  of  bonds, 
or  in  extensions,  improvements,  or  additions  to  facilities),  and  $38,372 
of  the  proceeds  for  organization,  promotional,  financing,  and  general 
expenses  and  salaries  and  expenses  until  operation  is  begun  (provided 
that  no  part  of  this  amount  shall  be  expended,  except  as  needed  for 
actual  expanses,  until  construction  is  actually  begun  and  then  only  in 
proportion  as  the  work  progresses).  Re  Southern  Illinois  Gas  Co. 
(111.)  704. 

14.  The  Binghamton  Light,  Heat,  Sl  Power  Company  was  author- 
ized to  execute  a  mortgage  open  as  to  amount;  to  issue  $798,000  face 
value  of  thirty-year  gold  bonds  secured  thereby,  of  which  $500,000  are 
to  be  sold  at  90  and  accrued  interest,  and  $298,000  at  not  less  than 
871  And  accrued  interest;  to  issue  $280,300  par  value  of  6  per  cent 
cumulative  preferred  stock;  upon  its  agreement  to  correct  its  fixed 
capital  and  other  accounts  to  conform  with  the  requirement  of  the  uni- 
form system  of  accounts  for  electrical  corporations;  to  set  up  and 
maintain  an  adequate  reserve  for  accrued  amortization  of  capital;  and 
to  amortize  through  earnings  any  deficiency  in  assets,  including  a  de- 
ficiency in  its  reserve  as  compared  with  liabilities,  the  amortization  to 
be  in  the  manner  and  at  the  rate  prescribed  by  the  Commission;  the 
proceeds  from  the  issues  to  be  used,  $449,000  for  the  reaequisition  of 
ita  first  refunding  5  per  cent  gold  bonds,  $150,000  for  the  exchange  of 
noncumulative  6  per  cent  preferred  stock  on  the  basis  of  par  for  par, 
$288^38.48  for  the  discharge  of  promissory  notes,  $77,300  for  proposed 
expenditures  for  additions  and  betterments,  and  $26,411.53  for  working 
capital.    Re  Binghamton  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (X.  Y.)  769. 

rr.  t^roportion  of  honds  to  stocJc. 

16.  A  utility  prohibited  from  issuing  bonds  in  excess  of  capital  stock 
may,  under  statutory  authority  to  issue  refunding  bonds,  issue  bonds 
to  retire  a  valid  original  issue,  although  an  intermediate  issue  may  be 
illegal  to  the  extent  that  the  total  exceeds  the  outstanding  stock.  Re 
York  Shore  Water  Co.  (Me.)  826. 

F.  Sale  price, 

16.  Tlie  policy  of  the  California  Commission  not  to  authorize  stock 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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to  be  sold  at  less  than  80  to  85  applies  to  the  reissuanoe  of  stock  )K>i]ght 
in  at  an  assessment  sale.    Re  Petaluma  &  S.  R.  R,  Co.  (Cal.)  779. 

SEPARATION  OF  GRAJ>£S^ 

See  Cbossinob. 

SERVICE. 

/.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  Coninkission,  1,  2. 
11,  Written  at^plication  and  contract  for  service,  3^6. 
HI.  Meters  and  service  connections;  fees,  7-^12, 
IV,  Discontinuance  of  service,   13, 

V,  Discrimination. 
VI.  Service  hy  partictdar  utilities,  l4r-36, 

a.  Electricity,    14:^18, 

1.  In  general,   14, 

2.  Conditions  precedent  to  service,  15,  16. 

3.  Installatioti  of  transformers  and  circuit  hreaketSf 

ownership,   17,   18. 

b.  Gas,    to,  20. 

c.  Interurban   railways,  21,  22, 

d.  Natural  gas,  23. 

e.  Railroads,  24^^26, 

1.  In  general,  24. 

2.  Station  facilities,  25,  26, 

f.  Street  railway,  27—30. 

1.  In  genei*al,  27. 

2.  One  ntan  service,  28. 

3.  Disco ntinu€ince  of  freiglU  service,  29,  30, 

g.  Telephones,  31'^i4. 

1.  In  general,  31-^34:. 

2.  Physical  connection.^ 
h.  Turnpih-es,  35, 

i.  Water,  36.  . 

Right  to  mandamus  to  compel  efficient  service,  before  exhausting  remedy 
through  Commission,  see  Mandamus,  3. 

Service  by  existing  utility  as  affecting  admission  of  competition  in  oc- 
cupied territory,  se*  Mo?fOPOLY  and  Competition,  7-10. 

Payment  ior  service,  see  Payment. 

/.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  Commission. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  regulate  interstate  trains,  see  Commercje, 

3,  4. 
To  pass  upon  question  whether  consumer  has  misappropriated  service,' 

8€^  Commissions,  1. 

1.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  no  power  to  order  free  inter- 
change service  between  telephone  companies.  Whittenberg  y.  Taloga  ft 
D.  a  Teteph.  Co.  (Okla,)  104.  ... 

P.U.R.19J6C.  : 
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2.  The  Kew  York  Commiasion  cannot  oompel  the  conpfcinuance  of 
service  under  the  terms  of  an  expired  contract  between  teii^hone  com- 
panies for  physical  connection  and  joint  rates.  Paul  Smith's  Hotel  Co. 
▼.  Mountain  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.)   78. 

I/.  Written  appUcatkm  and  contract  for  aervice, 

3.  Intending  electric  consumers  may  be  required  to  make  applica- 
tion in  writing  for  service,  setting  forth  the  location  of  the  premises, 
the  purpcse  of  the  service,  a  description  of  the  equipment,  the  name 
.and  address  of  the  person  responsible  for  biUs^  and  tlic  relation  of  the 
applicant  to  the  premises.  East  BakersAeld  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joa- 
quin Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cat)  830. 

4.  An  electric  utility  cannot  require  consumers  to  sign  contracts 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  service  under  ordinary  conditions.  East 
Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.   (jCal.)   830. 

5.  An  electric  utility  can,  unless  a  higher  rate  is  paid  for  non- 
contract  service,  require  contracts  in  the  first  instance  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  agricultural  power  service  in  sparsely  settled  territory 
requiring  unusually  large  investments;  but  the  term  should  be  for 
three  years  rather  than  five  years,  and  continue  only  from  year  to  year, 
and  the  contract  should  be  subject  to  cancelation  upon  equitable  terms, 
and  should  specify  for  the  information  of  signers  that  appeal  lies  to 
the  Commission  from  unreasonable  provisions.  East  Bakersfield  Improv. 
Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

6.  Contracts  can  be  required  to  be  signed  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  oil  well,  mining  power,  and  municipal  street  lighting  electric  serv- 
ice, in  view  of  the  uncertainty  and  hazards  of  the  business  or  the 
relatively  large  investment  required.  East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso. 
V.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

Ill,  Meters  and  service  connections ;  fees, 

7.  Electric  meters  should  be  furnished  and  installed  by  the  utility 
at  its  own  expense.  East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin 
Light  &  P.  Corp,   (Cal.)   830. 

8.  An  electric  meter  should  not  be  used  which  has  an  error  of  regis- 
tration  in  excess  of  2  per  cent  under  normal  operation,  the  con- 
sumer having  the  right  to  require  a  test  to  be  made  in  his  presence  or 
that  of  an  expert,  a  reasonable  charge  to  be  made  for  tests  made  oftener 
than  once  in  six  months.  East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Jnaquin 
Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

9.  Electrical  consumers  receiving  service  without  a  contract  may  be 
Required  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  the  initial  service  connection,  and  discon- 
hections  and  reconnections  made  at  their  request.  East  Bakersfield 
Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)  830. 

10.  A  rule  requiring  prepayment  gas  meters  to  be  located  in  places 
that  are  as  inaccessil)1e  as  possible  to  persons  having  no  right  upon  the 
premises  is  unreasonable  and  unnecessary.  Re  Western  United  Gas  Co. 
(lU.)  708. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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11.  A  water  utility,  and  not  the  contnmcr,  must  furnish  the  service 
pipe  from  the  main  to  the  consumer's  premises.  He  Cripple  Creek  Wates 
Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

12.  A  reconnection  fee  may  be  charged  for  deetrieity,  but  not  for 
gas,  upon  restoring  both  services  which  were  cut  off  because  of  a  rea- 
sonable belief  that  the  consumer  had  misappropriated  electricity.  Ber- 
tram V.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ariz.)  410. 

IV.  Discontinuance  of  service. 

Of  freight  service  by  passenger  street  railway,  see  29,  30,  infra. 
When  railroad  will  not  be  required  to  discontinue  nonpaying  line  to  de- 
crease general  operating  losses,  see  RbtuAN,  13. 

13.  Reasonable  belief  that  a  consumer  is  misappropriating  electricity 
justifies  discontinuance  of  that  service,  but  does  not  also  justify  cutting 
off  his  ga^.    Bertram  v.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ariz.)  410. 

V.  Discrimination. 

As  to  discrimination  in  service,  see  Dibobimination,  11'-16. 

VI,  Service  by  particuUir  utUUiee, 
a.  Electricity. 
1,  In  general. 

Separate  charge  for  sub  or  secondary  meters,  see  Rates,  19. 

14.  Farmers  paying  a  flat  rate  for  a  maximum  amount  of  electricitif 
for  irrigation  pumps  should  be  permitted  to  use  the  energy  for  other 
purposes  when  the  pumps  are  not  in  use  and  the  demand  is  controlled 
by  a  double  throw  switch  or  other  limiting  device,  although  an 
occasional  consumer  may  use  ourrent  in  excess  of  Ms  payment.  East 
Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  k  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  $30. 

2.  Conditions  precedent  to  service. 

Right  to  require  written   application  or  contract  for  conmimers,   see 
supra,  3-6. 

15.  An  intending  electric  consumer  cannot  be  required  as  a  condi- 
tion precedent  to  service  to  grant  a  free  right  of  way  over  his  premises 
for  the  distribution  line  beyond  his  installation.  East  Bakersfield 
Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

16.  It  is  unreasonable  to  require  an  electric  consumer  to  waive 
future  damages  from  defective  service  as  a  condition  precedent  ta 
service.  East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp. 
(Cal.)  830. 

B,  Installation  of  transformers  and  circuit  breakers;  ownership* 

17.  Electric  transformers  should  be  supplied  by  the  utility  even 
P.U.R,1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


SEKW  ICE— continued,  .;  .. 

though  the  revenue  may  not  justify  tke  inn^llation,  since  transformers 
are  a  necessary  instrumentality  in  the  rendition  of  service,  and  the 
utility  can  protect  itself  by  the  rate  or  hj  a. guaranty.  East  Bakersfield 
ImproY.  AsBo.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  A  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

18.  A  circuit  breaker,  to  break  the  connection  of  electric  stand-by 
service  with  premises  having  a  private  supply,  upon  the  consumer's 
maximum  demand  exceeding  the  amount  contracted  for,  of  a  type  ap- 
proved by  the  utility  and  under  its  sole  control,  should  be  installed  by 
the  consumer  at  his  own  expense,  unless  it  is  impossible  for  his  appli- 
ances to  use  current  in  excess  of  the  contractual  demand.  Be  Illinois 
Northern  Utilities  Co,  (111.)  632. 

1».  Gas. 

ks  to  gas  meters,  see  supra,  10. 

Fine  for  refusal  to  obey  order,  to  furnish  adequate  supply  of  gas,  see 
Fines  and  Penalities. 

19.  British  thermal  units  are  a  fairer  gas  standard,  in  the  present 
itage  of  the  art,  than  candle  power.  Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  £. 
Co.  (111.)  281. 

20.  A  gas  company  was  authorised  to  adopt  a  plan  of  ^'continuous 
meter  reading"  whereby  the  territory  served  was  divided  into  twenty ^ 
five  districts,  the  meters  of  a  separate  district  to  be  read  each  working 
day,  the  bills  to  be  submitted  the  following  day,  and  to  be  paid  within 
ten  days.    Re  Elkhart  Gas  k  Fuel  Co.  (Ind.)  419. 

e.  Interurhan  raiUeays, 

21.  An  interurban  and  a  street  railway  operated  on  the  same  track,^ 
and  each  supplementing  the  service  of  the  other,  will  be  required,  as 
far  as  practicable,  to  run  their  ears  upon  a  uniform  headway.  Albany 
T.  Schenectady  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)  62. 

22.  An  interurban  railway  will  not  be  required  to  render  local 
service  in  a  city  where  that  service  is  the  duty  of  the  local  railway 
and  is  apparently  adequate,  the  large  int<4'urban  traffic  is  already  tax* 
ing  the  capacity  of  the  interurban  line,  and,  because  of  the  construction 
of  high-speed  interurban  cars,  such  operation  would  delay  local  traffic, 
and  materially  lower  the  rimning  time  required  of  interurban  service. 
Albany  v.  Schenectady  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  62. 

iL  Jfatural  ga»^ 

23.  Failure  of  a  natural  gas  company  to  comply  with  an  order  to 
distribute  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  to  city  residents  is  not  excused  by 
the  refusal  of  a  producing  company  to  continue  to  furnish  gas  at  the 
contract  price,  where  the  distributer  refuses  to  pay  the  market  price  or 
to  connect  with  another  producer  charging  more  than  the  distributer 
receives  from  some  patrons,  such  price  concessions  to  the  patrons  ap- 
pearing to  be  detrimental  to  the  public  service  and  subject  to  with- 
drawal.    Shufeldt  v.  Citizens  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  232. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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#.  BmiiromdB. 

1.  In  general 

Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  order   regulating  train  service,  aee 

Appeal  and  Kkview,  3. 
Construction  of  orders  relative  to  train  service,  see  Obdebs,  1. 
Right  of  railway  to  increase  rates  to  reduce  operating   louses  rather 

than  reduce  the  quality  of  service,  see  Retub>^  4. 

24.  An  order  requiring  an  additional  passenger  train  each  way  daily 
to  serve  four  towns  is  unreasonable  where  it  appears  that  tlie  tow-ns, 
ranging  in  population  from  only  619  to  1,727  inhabitants,  are  served 
by  one  local  and  two  fast  trains  each  way  daily,  that  the  interval  be- 
tween the  new  train  and  the  succeeding  train  will  lie  slight,  and  that  a 
Urge  expenditure  of  money,  aside  from  opi*rating  pxp<-nsi's,  will  be 
required.    Railroad  Commisnion  y.  St.  iJbuis  Sl  S.  ¥.  R.  Co.  (Ala.j  451. 

S.  Station  facilities, 

25.  A  railroad  should  l)e  ordered  to  enforce  a  landowner's  agreement 
to  provide  access  to  a  station  on  his  land,  under  Commission  power  to 
make  rules  for  adequate  service,  where  he  prevents  the  public  from 
passing  over  the  land.    Calamba  v.  Manila  R.  Co.  (Philippine)  433. 

26.  While  the  duty  of  furnishing  reasonably  adequate  depot  facili- 
ties may  be  enforced,  the  nature  and  extent  of  facilities  required  to  be 
furnished  should  be  determined  after  a  due  consideration  of  all  perti- 
nent facts,  including  the  expense  to  the  carrier  and  the  relative  benefits 
to  the  public  to  be  served.  State  ex  rel.  Burr  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R. 
Co.  (Fla.)  519. 

f.  Street  raiiiray. 

1.  In  general, 

Interurban  and  street  railway  operated  on  same  track  to  run  cars  upon 
uniform  headway,  see  supra,  21. 

27.  Xo  satisfactory  remedy  has  been  devised  for  occasional  over- 
crowding of  railways  during  rush  hours.  Re  San  Diego  k  S.  E.  R.  Co. 
(Cal.)  1. 

2.  One  man  service, 

28.  A  rule  requiring  two  men  for  the  operation  of  an  eWtric  street- 
car in  a  town  is  reasonable,  altliough  traffic  is  very  light.  Newport  & 
P.  R.  Co.  V.  Middletown  (R.  I.)  131. 

3'  DiHconti nuance  of  freight  service. 

29.  That  a  majority  of  the  stock  of  a  passenger  street  railway  is 
owned  by  a  steam  railroad  is  of  no  ooosequence  in  passing  upon  the 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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right  of  the  paasenger  railway  to  discontinue  the  practice  of  carrying 

freight  at  a  loss.    Huntington  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  554. 

30.  A  passenger  street  railway  was  periuitted  to  discontinue  the 
practice  of  carrying  freight  at  a  loss  whfve  the  freight  equipment  was 
worn  out  and  would  have  to  be  replaced  if  service  were  to  continue. 
Huntington  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  554. 

g,  Telepfi4tnes, 
1.  In  general. 

Necessity  of  notice  of  hearing  upon  complaint  as  to  inadequate  telephone 
service  under  Kansas  statute,  see  Procedure,  2. 

31.  Telephone  service  can  be  denied  to  a  non subscriber.    Re  Centralia 
Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  421. 

32.  Telephone  subscribers  should  receive  a  credit  for  a  three  weeks' 
period  of  inadequate  service,  although  it  was  caused  by  thundenstorms. 
Lambert  v.  Northern  I.  &  M.  Power  Co.  (Mont.)  145. 

33.  A  tel«phon«  company  cannot  be  held  responsible  for  poor  serv- 
ice resulting  iuaa  defective  inside  wiring  on  connecting  rural  lines  of 
another  company.-   Re  Long  Prairie  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.)  141. 

34.  Four-party  residential  telephone  service,  discontinued  for  a  more 
expensive  two-party  service,  upon  almost  unanimouis  oonsent  of  the  sub- 
scribers, given  in  order  to  secure  the  Consolidation  of  duplicate  plants 
and  more  efficient  service,  need  not  be  restored  where  there  is  no  cogent 
showing  of  necessity,  although  the  consent  to  the  change  does  not  in 
itself  justify  the  discontinuance.  Cceur  D'Alene  t.  Interstate  Utilities 
Co.  (Idaho)  438. 

2.  PHffsical  Cimnedian* 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see 
supra,  1,  2. 

h.  Turnpikes, 

35.  A  company  is  not  relieved  of  its  charter  obligation  properly  to 
maintain  its  turnpike  by  new  conditions  incr.  .ig  the  cost  or  by 
anticipation  of  a  sale  to  the  state.  Glen  Rock  Motor  Club  v.  York  k  M. 
L.  Tump.  Co.  (Pa.)  110. 

i.  Water, 

36.  A  water  utility  must  furnish  pure  water,  although  its  revenues 
are  not  sufficient  for  such  purpose.  Thorp  ^*  Mimtgomery  Light  A 
Water  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  406. 

SBRVICE  CONllECTIOlfSk 

Consumers  to  pay  cost  of  initial  service  connections  and  discon- 
nections and  reconnections  made  at  their  request,  see  Sebyicb, 
9. 
P.U.R.1916C.  75 
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Water  Utility  to  Inrhidh  service  pip«8  from  mains  to  foneumer'a 
premises,  see  Service,  11. 

Allowance  for  unused  service  conn^tious  of  gas  utility  in 'rate  val- 
'  •  nation,  see  Valuation,  63. 

BEVTEBB. 

Ordinance  contract  fixing  maximum  rate  as  affecting  power  of 
Commission  to  establish  higher  rates,  see  Constitutional 
Law^,  1. 

Return  in  excess  of  2i  per  cent  for  sewer  company  not  confiscatory, 
see  Rates,  17. 

Valuation  of,  for  municipal  acquisition,  see  Valuation,  27-29. 

Allowance  for  going  value  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation, 
.96. 


Profit  to  shippers  as  determining  reasonablenesa  of  freight  raisi^ 

see  Rates,  38. 
Right  of  shipper  calling  for  car  of  specified  sise  to  have  shipment 

billed  at  minimum  weight  applicable  to  equipment  ordered,  see 

Rates,  42. 

SHORT  TIME  SERVICE* 

See  Long  and  Shout  Term  Ratss. 

HIlfKINO  FUVD. 

Method  for  computing  4cpreciation, ,  see  DKPBBCiAiloif* 

8KIIX. 

Consideration  of  skill  and  judgment  exerted  during  construction  in 
fixing  overhead  expenses,  see  Vai.uation,  35. 

SOUDIFICATION. 

See  Valuation,  57. 

8TAin>  ARM. 

For  gas,  see  Sebviob,  19. 

STATE. 

State  interference  with  interstate  commerce,  see  Co'M^iiaics,  3,  5. " 

STATE  HIGHWAYS. 

See  Highways  and  Streets. 

Statioes  ajid  stops. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  require  interstate  trains  to  wait 'for 

connections  and  to  step  at  small  towns,  see  Commerce,  3,  4. 
Mandamus  to  compel  enforcement  of  order  requiring  construction 
'        '    'of  depot  in  manner  violating  municipal  ordinance,  see  Manda- 
mus, 7. 
Railroad  station  facilities,  see  Railboads,  25,  26. 
P.U.R.1916C,  '  '  .    '  *; 
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Lands  allowed  for,  in  rate  valumUon,  see  VALtrAtiolT,  06*     • 

8TATIJTXai. 

Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  dintefinine  neco^H^  oC 
:;i         .   taking  property  lor  rapid  tmnsit  purpoaes,  see  OoBCicisaiONS* 
4. 
Jurisdiction  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  enf ofl^e- Mtalttifei  pl-okiUf^ 
/;   • .         jlpg  railroad  fr<Hn  obstructing  percolatang  or  surface.,  water, 
see  Co|fMi90lOMS,  6.     . 
Construction  of  District  of  Columbia  Anti-Merger  law,  see  Consol- 
idation, Merges  and  Sale,  1. 
Applicability  of  California  statute,  prehifaitiiig  sale  or  encfUmbrance 
of  utility  property  to  transfer  in  favor  of  a  political  subdivi- 
sion of  the  state,  see  Consolidation,  MeiK^O^  ai<»  SaIb,  4.  - 
,:,.    .Statute  authorising  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  city  to  bear 
portion  of  cost  of  separating  crossing  grade  of  i-aiirbad  track 
and  city  street,  as  proper  exercise  of  police  poM'er,  see  Con 

STITUTIONAL  LaW,  13.  ' .        ' 

.;,  i  'Ji^risdietlon  of  New  Hampshire  Goumission  to  vary  statutory,  loca- 
tion of  whii^ling  posta  at  highway  grade  croaaings,  see  Cross- 
ings, 3,  4. 

Right  of  property  owners  to  be  heard  in  proceedittg»  to  acquire  lan'd 
for  rapid  transit,  purposes  under  New  York  statute,  see  'Emi- 
nent Domain,  1. 

Necessity  of  notice  of  hearing  upon  complaint  as  to  inadequate 
telephone  service  under  Kansas  statute,  aee  FSOOEtO^Bk,  2.    •. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commisaion  to  regulate  sale  of  steam  for 
henting  where  steam  heating  is  not  mentioned  in  statute  enu- 
merating utilities  under  Commission's  jurisdietion,  see  Public 
Utilities,  1.       .  .  ■ 

. . .;  Power  of  Commission  to  &c  rates  for  storage  of  grain  under  North 
Dakota  statute,  see  Rates,  8. 

Mandamus  as  "civil  action"  within  meaning  of  statutes  providing 
for  removal  of  causes  from  a  state  to  a  Fed€fral  ^onrt,  see  R&' 
MOVAL  (HP  Causes,  1. 

Construction  of  Arizona  statute  as  to  issuance  of  equipment  trust 
certificates,  see  Sbgubity  Issues,  9. 

Authority  to  declare  stock  dividends  under  Maine  statute,  see 
Security  Issuita,  12. 


Comparison  of  cost  of  generating  electricity  by  steam  and  water 
power,  see  Valuation,  113-116. 

BTEAM  HEATING. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  rei^ulate  sale  of  steam  for  heating 
purposes,  see  Public  Utiliiies,  1".      ' 

•TSAlfBHIPS. 

Hates  for  lamber,  see  Rates,  43. 
P.U.R.1916C.  ' 
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STOCK* 

Issuance  of  stock,  see  Secubitt  Ifitsms. 

Proportion  of  bonds  to  stock,  see  Security  Issues,  15. 

STOCK  DITIDBHDS. 

Authority  to  declare  under  Maine  statute,  aee  ^KcxmrtY  Issues,  12. 

9TOCKHOIJ>BBS. 

Right  of  telephone  company  to  enter  ooeupied  territory  to  serve  a 
stockholder,  see  Monopoly  and  CoMnmnoN,  4. 

STOPS. 

See  Stations  and  Stops. 

STORAGB  RATES. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  storage  of  grain  under  North 
Dakota  statute,  see  Rates,  8. 

STORAGE   YARD. 

Temporary  storage  yard  not  used  or  useful  for  gas  miking  not  in- 
eluded  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  9S. 

STRAIOHT  UHE. 

Preferred  by  Illinois  Commission  for  eatimating  annual  deprecia- 
tion, see  Depreciation,  2. 

STREET  LIGHTniG. 

Revocation  of  approval  of  street  lighting  contract,  see  CoNntACTS. 

Qrounds  for  refusing  permission  to  exercise  street  lighting  fran- 
chise, see  Franchises,  1,  2. 

Higher  rate  for  short  term  contract,  see  Rates,  16. 

Consumers  not  to  be  required  to  sign  contract  for  service  for  elec- 
tric street  lighting,  see  Servick,  6. 

STREET  RAH. WATS. 

Separation  of  jitneys  from  street  railways  for  purposes  of  municipal 
regulation,    see   Constitutional   Law,    8-10. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  permitting  construction  of  electric 
railway  at  grade  across  a  railroad,  see  Crossings,  1. 

Fares  within  corporate  limits,  see  Rates,  44. 

Service  by,  see  Service,  27-30. 

Discontinuance  of  freight  service  by,  see  Service,  29,  30. 

STREETS. 

See  Highways  and  Streets. 

SUBSIDIARY  COMPAKT. 

Reasonableness  of  charges  made  by  holding  company,  see  Intvboor 

pobate  Relations,  3,  4. 
Allowance  for  payment  by,  to  holding  oompany,  see  RsTtmN,  17,  18. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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8UPBRI1ITEKBENCE. 

Security  isaues  for,  see  Sbcukitt  l98U]S8»  13. 

SUPERSEDED   PROPERTY. 

See  Pbopebty  not  in  vsb, 

aUPERVISION  EXPENSES. 

Allowance  for,  in  fixing  return,  see  Retubn,  17, 18« 

SITPPUES. 

See  Matebiaxs  4nd  Supplies. 

S17PPI.T  COMPAHT. 

Carrying  charge  by  supply  company  as  operating  expense,  see  RE' 
TURN,  19. 

SURFACE  WATER. 

Jurisdiction  of  Conunisslon  to  enforce  statutes,  prohibiting  railroad 
from  obstructing,  see  Commissions,  6. 

SURPI.US  ENERGY. 

Right  of  farmer  having  electric  service  for  irrigation  services,  to 
use  surplus  energy  for  other  uses,  see  Service,  14. 

SWITCHING  CHARGES. 

Power. of  Commission  to  regulate  absorption  of  railroad, switching 
charges,  see  Rates,  6. 

TAXES. 

License  fee  for  operation  of  jitney  as  occupation  tax,  see  AinoMO- 
biles,  3. 

TAXICABS. 

Validity  of  ordinance  requiring  license  and  indemnity  bonds  from 
operators  of  jitneys  when  none  is  required  of  taxicabo^  se* 
Constitutional  Law,  8-10. 

TAX  TAI.UATION. 

As  evidence  of  value  for  rate  making,  see  Valuation,  25. 


Allowance  for  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  8. 

TEUSGRAPHS. 

Removal  of  high  voltage  electric  system  erected  In  close  proximity 
to  telegraph,  see  Poles,  1. 

TEIiEPHONEB. 

Basis  for  apportioning  telephone  expenses,  see  Apportionment,  6. 
Consolidation  of  telephones,  see  Consolidation,  Merger  and  SauBi 
3. 
P.U.R.1936C. 
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Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Corotnission  to  order  oonaolidation  of 
competing  telephone  exchanges,  see  Consolidation,  Mebger 
AND  Sale,  4. 

Method  of  estimating  depreciation,  see  Dbpbeciation,  3,  4,  7,  8,  13. 

Allowance  for  depreciation  of  telephone  system  held  reasonable,  see 
Depreciation,  16-21. 

Discrimination  in  rates,  see  Discbimination,  8-10. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence  to  sustain  burden  of  showing  unreasonable- 
ness of  telephones  rates,  see  Evidence,  3. 
-   Reasonableness  of  charges  of  holding  company  for  service,  see  Iv- 

TEBCOBPORATE  REI.ATI0N8,  3,  4. 

Right  to  enter  territory  served  by  another  company,  see  Monopoly 
and  Competition,  4,  7. 

Advance  payments  for  telephone  service,  see  Paykbnt,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  hotel  company  operating  telephone 
system,  see  Public  Utilities,  2,  3. 

Rates  for  telephone  service,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly 
6,  12-14,  18,  25-51. 

Amount  of  return  held  reasonable,  see  Retubn,  42-46. 

Service  by  generally,  see  Service,   31-34. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  physical  connection  of  telephones, 
see  Service,  1,  2. 

Allowance  for  overhead  expenses  of  telephones,  see  Valuation,  41, 
49,  51. 

Allowance  for  paving  over  telephone  cables  and  conduits  in  valu- 
ation proceedings,  see  Valuation,  56. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  of  telephone  system,  see  Valuation, 
81,  82,  88. 

Allowance  for  going  value  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  01-93, 
96-98,  102-105. 

Allowance  for  right  of  way  and  easements  in  streets  In  rate  valu- 
ation, see  Valuation,  107-111. 


Of  electric  meters,  see  Service,  8. 

THERMAIi  UHIT. 

As  standard  for  gas,  see  Sbrvicb,  19. 

THROUGH  RATIUi. 

Consideration  of  division  of  through  rates,  in  ratemaking,  see  Rb- 
TURN,  7. 

THUlfBERSTORM. 

Consumers  to  receive  credit  for  inadequate  service  caused  by,  see 
Service,  32. 

TIES. 

Method  of  ascertaining  value  of  railroad  ties,  see  Variation,  75. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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As  bftsifl  for  apportioniiig  operating  ezpenfles  of  aa  iniraitate  rail- 
road carrfing  passeDgmra  <«  mixed  traint,  aeo  iiffPOBnoN- 
MENT,  3. 

TOOIJI. 

Allowance  for  depreciation  of,  see  Dvibciation,  8. 

TOWNS. 

1.  The  town  boards  and  not  the  town  commiesioner  of  highways 
constitutes  the  ^'municipal  authorities"  within  the  meaning  of  the  New 
York  statute  (transportation  corporations  law,  |  61,  subdiv.  2)  which 
provides  that  electrical  companies  may  erect  poles,  lay  conduits,  main- 
tain wires,  etc,,  in  the  public  streets  and  places  of  the  town  with  the 
consent  of  the  ''municipal  authorities''  thereof.  Niagara  k  E.  Power  Co. 
V.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  90. 

TRAINS. 

State  regulation  of  interstate  trains,  see  Commebck,  3,  4. 

TBANSFORMEBS. 

Supplying  transformers  to  some  consumers  and  not  to  others  as 

discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  11. 
Duty  of  electric  utility  to  furnish,  see  Service,  17. 

TRANSMISSION  LINE. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of,  see  Electricity,  1. 

Fact  that  utility  violates  its  charter  in  method  of  generating  elec- 
tricity as  precluding  Commission  from  authorizing  construc- 
tion of,  see  Electricity,  2. 

Reservation  of  right  to  revoke  franchise  unless  line  is  built  within  a 
year,  see  Franchises,  4, 

Franchise  for  construction  of,  in  occupied  territory,  see  Monopoly 

AND  COMrETITION  2,  5. 

''Municipal  authorities"  within  meaning  of  New  York  statute  re- 
quiring consent  of,  to  erect  electric  poles  and  wires  in  public 
streets,  see  Towns,  1. 

TURNPIKE. 

Service  by  turnpike  company,  see  Service,  36. 

UNIFORM  RATES. 

Desirability  of  having  intrastate  express  rates  oonform  to  sohedule 
of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  2A. 

Policy  of  Wisconsin  Commission  as  to  fixing  vniiorm  rates  for  tele- 
phone service,  see  Rates,  46. 

Higher  rates  of  profit  on  some  classes  of  telephone  serrice,  see 
Rates,  48. 
P.U.R,1916C. 
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Usa  ralker  than  location  of  telephone  ^s  determining  claasification 
aa  residential  or  business,  see  Rates,  45. 

uniiiTuss. 

See  PuBuc  Utilities. 

VACANT  RESIDENCE. 

Not  included  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  59. 

VAIiITATION. 

i.  Asisertuinment  of  voImc  or  cost,  1^32, 
a.  Of  value,  1^25, 

i.  In  general,  i— «. 

2.  Original  cost  as  measure,  9^12, 

3.  Reproduction  cost  as  measure,  13. 

4.  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  as  measure,  14-« 

X6. 

5.  Value  of  securities  as  measure,  17. 

6.  Capitalization  of  earnings  as  measure,  18,  19. 

7.  Boole  value  as  measure,  20^23. 

S.  Valuation  for  other  purposes  as  measure,  24,  2S. 
h.  Of  reproduction  cost,  26. 

c.  Of  reproduction  cost  lesa  depreciation,  27^32. 
II.  Nonphysical   elements  affecting  value,   33—57. 
a.  Overhead  expenses,  33— &4. 

1.  In  general,  33^-38. 

2.  Legal  expenses,  39. 

3.  Engineering  cost,  40. 

4.  Cost  of  promotion  and  financing,  41^ 

5.  Interest  during  construction,  42—44, 

6.  Alloivances  for  overhead  expenses,   45—54. 
h.  Pavement  over  mains,  SS,  Stf. 

c.  Adaptation  and  solidification,  67, 

III.  Valuation  of  particttlar  kinds  of  tangible  property,  6S—88. 
a.  Property  not  used  or  useful  in  pttblic  service,  S8—tf3. 

1.  In  general,  68,  69. 

2.  Investment  in  excess  of  present  needs,  90—9S. 
h.  Property  paid  for  out  of  surplus  earnings,  €7,  €8, 
o.  Property  acquired  uHthout  cost,  69. 

d.  Lands,    70-72. 

€.  Reservoirs  of  irrigation  utility,  73. 
/.  Rails  and  ties,  74,   76. 
fiF«  Materials  and  supplies,  76^79* 
H.  Worlcing  capital,   89-88. 

1.  In  general,  80—83. 

2.  Amounts  atloweil,  84— 88* 

IF.  VclutUion  of  particular  Hinds  of  intangible  property,  89^ 
120. 
a.  In  general,  89. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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VALUATION,  JV. --continued. 
b.  Good  UfiU,  OO. 
o.  Going  value,  Ql'-lOi^. 

1,  AUotDanee  of,  in  general,  M-*0tf. 

2,  Mow  detennined,  97—lOff. 

d.  Pranchiees,  lOSa,  loe. 

e.  Bights  of  feay,  eaeem&nts,  etc.,  ia7"»lll. 
/.  Water  rights,  1 19-^190. 

1.  Ascertainment  of  vdtue  or  cost. 

a.  Of  value. 

1.  In  general. 

Right  of  utility  operating  several  departments  to  haye  different  prop- 
erties valued  as  one  property  lor  purpose  of  fixing  rate  of  return, 
see  Retdbn,  8. 

1.  A  railroad  rate  valuation  should  be  based  on  the  system  as  an 
entirety,  and  not  by  the  sum  of  separate  items  of  value,  although  such 
items  should  be  considered.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
607. 

2.  The  present  service  value  of  direct  current  motor  equipment, 
for  which  a  utility  must  pay  upon  substituting  alternating  current 
service,  should  be  determined  by  multiplying  the  original  cost  of  the 
equipment  less  scrap  value  by  its  per  cent  condition,  ascertained  from 
inspection,  taking  into  consideration  its  useful  life  and  the  care  given 
in  service,  and  by  adding  the  scrap  value  to  the  result.  Jackman  v. 
Janesville  Electric  Co.    (Wis.)   400. 

3.  In  fixing  the  value  of  property  for  rate  making,  consideration 
may  be  given  to  the  original  cost,  the  cost  of  reproduction  new,  the 
amount  and  market  value  of  securities,  and  the  earning  value.  Re  Rates 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

4.  In  fixing  the  value  of  property  for  rate  making,  consideration 
may  be  given  to  the  original  costs,  the  cost  of  reproduction  new,  the 
amount  and  market  value  of  securities,  and  the  earning  value,  the 
relative  weight  to  be  given  each  factor  depending  upon  the  facts  of 
the  particular  case,  and  other  factors  not  being  necessarily  excluded.  Re 
Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

6.  The  fair  value  of  a  gas  system  for  rate  making  cannot  be  found 
by  formula,  or  by  fixing  a  value  for  each  part,  or  by  segregating  the 
various  elements  of  value,  but  should  be  fioced  as  an  entirety  by  con- 
sidering all  the  evidence,  the  cost  to  reproduce,  the  original  cost,  the 
present  value,  the  overhead  charges,  including  preliminary  costs,  engi- 
neering, supervision,  interest,  insurance,  organization,  and  legal  ex- 
penses during  construction,  taking  into  consideration  that  the  plant  is 
in  successful  operation  and  is  a  going  concern,  and  adding  amounts  for 
working  capital  and  materials  and  supplies.  Springfield  v.  Springfield 
Gas&E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

6.  A  present  value  placed  upon  certain  telephone  substations  for 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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rate  making,  although  higher  than  the  applic«tioD  of  lile  tables  would 
warrant,  was  held  fair,  where  it  appeared  that  the  iDstrumenta  had  all 
been  rebuilt.    Bogart  v,  Wisconaia  Teleph.  Co.  ( Wis. )  1020; 

7.  In  a  gas-system  rate  yaluatioh,  more  weight  should  be  given 
estimates  on  plant  equipment  by  experts  having  kmowledge  aad  expe- 
rience in  purclmsing  and  installation  than  to  thoae  of  cme  hairing  a  more 
general  experience  in  the  gas  business.  Springfield  v.  Sprioglielfi  Gas  & 
E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

8.  The  complainants  appraisal  of  a  telephone  plant,  lower  than  one 
by  the  utility's  engineer,  may  be  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  the  rates  are  not  excessive,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
request  for  a  rate  increase  and  that  an  increase  would  probably  result 
in  decreased  revenues.  Cceur  D'Alene  y.  Interstate  Utilities  Co.  (Idaho) 
438. 

!2.  Ckriginal  cost  as  measure: 

9.  The  original  cost  of  the  properties  of  a  utility  rather  than  the 
estimates  of  engineers  is  the  test  of  the  value  for  rate  making  provided 
the  expenditures  have  been  honestly  and  prudently  made.  Re  Cripple 
Creek  Water  Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

10.  Evidence  of  the  original  cost  of  a  sewer  system,  in  so  far  as  cov- 
ered by  a  construction  contract,  as  well  as  a  copy  of  the  contract,  is  ad- 
missible in  a  proceeding  to  fix  the  present  value  for  municipal  acqui- 
sition where  the  utility,  when  called  upon  for  the  original  contract, 
only  produces  an  agreement  which  throws  no  light  upon  the  subject. 
Hanover  v.  Hanover  Sewer  Co.   (Pa.)   122. 

11.  The  coat  of  a  telephone  plant  new,  although  it  may  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  cost  analysis,  is  not  necessarily  the  fair  value  of  the 
property,  since  cost  is  only  one  of  the  elements  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  fixing  the  fair  value.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)   1020. 

12.  The  question  whether  a  utility  has  paid  higher  unit  prices  than 
it  should  is  immaterial  on  the  issue  of  reasonableness  of  a  valuation 
based  upon  prices  which  appeared  reasonable  to  the  engineer,  regard- 
less of  the  prices  actually  paid.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
1020. 

3.  Reproduction  cost  as  meamire, 

13.  The  cost  of  reproduction  new  should  not  be  made  the  basis  of 
a  gas-plant  rate  valuation,  although  it  will  be  given  some  weight. 
Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (III.)  281. 

4,  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  as  tneamire, 

14.  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  is  an  important,  but  not  the 
sole,  test  of  the  fair  value  of  utility  properties.  Re  Colorado  Springs 
Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  464. 

15.  In  applying  the  reproduction  cost  theory  as  a  test  of  the  fai 
P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


INDEX.  119r> 

VALUATlON-^-oonHmiecl. 

.value  of  qtility  property,  duQ  conBideration  must  be  given  to  accrued 

depreciation.    Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  $l  P.  Co.  (Colo.)   464. 

16.  Great  weight  was  given  to  reproduction  cost  new  less  deprecia- 
tion in  a  railroad  rate  valuation,  on  the  ground  that  depreciation  due 
to  age,  wear,  and  tear,  and  the  effect  of  the  elements,  must  still  be 
considered,  in  spite  of  the  faet  that  the  charging  of  certain  renewals, 
such  as  replacement  of  ties,  to  maintenanoe*  as  provided  bj  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission's  system  of  uniform  accounting,  tended  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  the  investment.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern 
R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

5.  Value  of  securities  as  measure. 
See  also  supra,  3,  4. 

17.  Great  weight  was  given  in  a  rate  valuation  to  the  amount  of 
securities  which  were  issued  at  par  and  sold  for  cash  which  was  prop- 
erly spent.    Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

6,  Capitalization  of  earnings  as  measure. 

18.  The  earning  value  of  property  may  be  considered  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion notwithstanding  that  earning  value  depends  upon  rates,  where 
exclusive  or  undue  weight  is  not  given  such  factor.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P. 
Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

19.  Annual  net  telephone  earnings  which,  when  capitalized  at  6 
per  cent,  equal  the  value  li.\AKi  for  rate  making,  corrol)orate,  in  some 
degree,  the  correctness  of  the  fixed  value,  although  property  which  earns 
no  more  than  the  legal  rate  of  interest  from  rates  voluntarily  estab- 
lished has  no  earning  capacity  which  will  enhance  the  rate  valuation. 
Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co,  (Md.)  925. 

7.  Book  value  as  measure. 

20.  The  actual  investment  as  sliown  by  competent  examination  of  a 
utility's  books  is  substantial  evidence  of  the  investment  in  useful  prop- 
erty to  be  considered  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern 
R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

21.  But  little  consideration  need  be  given  to  the  book  value  of  a 
public  utility  in  ascertaining  the  present  fair  value,  where  the  records 
are  incomplete  and  confused,  and  a  large  proportion  of  the  alleged  book 
value  consists  of  intangible  values  for  watered  stock  or  property  aban- 
doned, or  not  used,  or  useful  in  the  operation  of  the  utility.  Re  Colora- 
do Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  464. 

22.  The  price  paid  for  farms  by  a  railroad  and  charged  to  "right  of 
way  and  station  grounds,"  but  not  credited  to  that  account  when  sold, 
should  be  deducted  in  fixing  the  book  cost  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Rates 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   607. 

23.  Great  weight  should  be  given  in  a  rate  valuation  to  the  original 
cost  of  a  railroad  plus  additions  and  betterments,  when  accompanied 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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with  evidence  as  to  the  original  value,  attd  appredation  and  depreeia- 

tion.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

S.  Valuation  for  other  purposes  as  measure, 

Priee  paid  lor  telephone  system  to  affect  consolidation  not  binding  for 
rate  making  purposes,  see  Consouoatioiv,  Mebosk  and  Saxs,  3. 

24.  The  value  of  property  for  rate  making  cannot  be  controlled  by 
its  value  for  other  purposes.    Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  926. 

25.  A  tax  valuation  should  not  be  accepted  as  sufficient  evidence  of 
the  value  of  utility  property  for  rate  making,  and  allowed  to  prevail 
against  more  positive  evidence,  corroborated  by  examination  of  Commis- 
sion engineers.  Board  of  Trade  v.  Mountain  Home  Teleph.  Co.  ('N.  Y.) 
688. 

h.  Of  reprodmcUon  oo&t, 

26.  The  cost  of  reproduction  of  railroad  ballast  should  not  be  based 
on  piecemeal  construction,  since  reproduction  as  a  whole  should  only 
be  considered. .  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

o.  Of  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation, 

27.  The  original  cost  of  a  sewer  system  may  be  considered  in  fixing 
the  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  for  municipal  acquisition,  al- 
though such  element  is  not  controlling.  Hanover  v.  Hanover  Sewer  Co. 
(Pa.)    122. 

28.  Evidence  that  a  sewer  disposal  plant  was  not  in  good  working 
order,  and  that  manhole  bottoms  needed  repairs,  is  admissible  in  a  pro- 
ceeding to  fix,  for  municipal  acquisition,  the  reproduction  cost  less  de- 
preciation of  a  sewer  system,  since  such  conditions  show  depreciation. 
Hanover  v.  Hanover  Sewer  Co.  (Pa.)  122. 

29.  A  sewer  company's  indebtedness  for  development  work  caniiot  be 
considered  in  a  proceeding  to  fix  the  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation 
for  municipal  acquisition.    Hanover  v.  Hanover  Sewer  Co.  (Pa.)  122. 

30.  The  depreciated  value  of  a  telephone  system,  as  a  factor  to  be 
considered  in  rate  making,  was  fixed  by  deducting  the  accrued  depre- 
ciation from  the  cost  of  reproduction  new.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph. 
Co,  (Md.)  925. 

31.  32.  A  deduction  for  functional  depreciation  by  inadequacy  and 
obsolescence,  as  well  as  for  physical  deterioration,  must  be  made  from  the 
reproduction  cost  new  of  a  telephone  plant  in  fixing  the  value  for  rate 
making.    Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

//.  Nonphysical  elemettts  affecting  value, 

a.  Overhead  expenses, 

1,  In  general. 

33.  Overhead  expenses  are  a  surcharge  upon  the  appraised  valve  «f 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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tangible  property,  or  selected  "daflfliflcatioAfl  of  attch  property,  to  cover 
both  actual  and  hypothetical  construction  items,  such  as  engineering, 
contingencies  and  incidentals,  administration  and  legal  expense,  super- 
vision and  tools,  interest  upon  capital,  insurance  and  taxes,  and  other 
similar  items.    Springfield  V.  Springfield  Qas  &  E.  Go.  (111.)  281. 

34.  Construction  overhead  items  such  as  contractor's  profits  omis- 
sions, and  contingencies,  interest,  engineering,  and  superintendence,  law 
expense,  taxes,  insurance,  general  executive  costs,  and  miscellaneouB 
expenses,  should  be  regarded  as  part  of  the  physical  property,  and  not 
ais  intangible  values,  in  a  rate  valuation.  He  Chesapeake  k  P.  Teleph.  Co. 
(Md.)  925. 

35.  In  fixing  an  allowance  in  a  rate  valuation  for  overhead  expenses, 
the  skill  and  judgment  exerted  during  construction  must  be  considered, 
especially  as  regards  engineering  and  supervision.  Springfield  v.  Spring- 
field Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

36.  A  relatively  large  allowance  cannot  be  made  for  overhead  charge^ 
in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  plant,  unless  the  property  is  very  com- 
pact, exceptionally  efficient,  and  highly  suitable  for  present  require- 
ments.   Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

37.  Overhead  oliarges  should  be  relatively  low  for  a  gas  plant  built 
.by  piecemeal.    Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (III.)  281. 

38.  An  allowance  for  overhead  expenses,  based  upon  an  original  cost 
theory  of  valuation  of  a  plant  built  by  piecemeal,  must  include  items 
such  as  interest  during  construction,  preliminaries,  and  legal  expenses, 
which  would  not  appear  on  the  book  costs,  although  engineering,  super- 
vision, administration,  insurance,  and  taxes  would  be  largely  met  by 
current  expenditures.    Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

2.  Legal  expenses, 

39.  In  a  rate  valuation,  legal  expenses  for  presenting  the  case  to 
the  Commission  should  not  be  included  as  legal  expenses  during  con- 
struction, where  the  value  of  the  property  at  a  prior  date  has  been 
taken  as  the  basis  upon  wliioh  to  predicate  rates.  Mantua  Twp.  v.  New 
Jersey  Gas  Co.    (N.  J.)    163. 

S.  Engineering  cost, 

40.  Deduction  for  depreciation  should  be  made  from  the  reproduc- 
tion cost  new  of  cTigineering  in  a  railroad  rate  valuation,  since  the  cost 
of  engineering  is  a  part  of  the  cost  of  property  as  a  whole  and  depre- 
ciates with  the  property.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607 

4>  Cost  of  promotion  and  financing. 

41.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  promotion  and  the 
cost  of  getting  construction  money  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  subsidiary 
company,  where  the  parent  company  has  assumed  such  expenses  and 
receives  an  adequate  annual  percentage  of  the  subsidiary's  gross  earn- 
ings.   Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 
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5.  Interest  during  construction, 

42.  Interest  during  construction  should  be  charged  only  on  new  con- 
struction work,  and  not  on  replacements  made  while  operating  a  rail- 
road in  fixing  the  original  cost  as  a  factor  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Rates 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

43.  An  allowance  may  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  interest  dur- 
ing the  construction  of  additions.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  1020. 

44.  An  allowance  for  interest  on  money  during  construction  should 
be  depreciated  in  fixing  the  reproduction  cost  new  less  depreciation  in  :i 
railroad  rate  valuation.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

0.  Allotvances  for  overhead  expenses, 

45.  An  allowance  of  1  per  cent  for  organization,  legal,  stationery, 
printing,  and  tax  expense's  during  the  construction  of  a  small  rail- 
road, was  held  ample  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern 
R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

46.  An  allowance  of  3  per  cent  of  railroad  construction  items,  ex- 
cluding land,  rather  tliau  5  per  cent,  was  made  for  engiiuH'rinj?  of  a 
comparatively  simple  cIiarHcter,  in  fixing  the  cost  of  reproduction  new 
for  use  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
607. 

47.  A  claim  for  organization  expenses  amounting  to  3.4  per  cent  of 
the  cost  to  reproduce  the  property  new  was  disallowed  as  unreasonable 
for  a  gas  company  whose  tangible  property  was  rained  at  $1,136,359. 
Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.)  103. 

48.  While  an  allowance  of  7  per  cent  for  engineering  services  may 
not  be  excessive  in  estimating  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  properties 
of  a  water  utility,  the  percentage  should  be  applied  only  to  that  part 
of  properties  which  required  engineering  supervision.  Re  Cripple  Creek 
Water,  Co.   (Colo.)   788. 

49.  An  allowance  of  15  per  cent,  rather  20  per  cent,  was  held 
sufficient  to  cover  interest  during  construction,  contingencies,  engineer- 
ing, omissions,  taxes  during  construction,  etc.,  in  a  telephone  rate  val- 
uation, it  appearing  that  the  appraisal  wad  so  complete  as  to  reduce 
omissions,  contingencies,  and  incidentals  to  a  minimumj  and  that  in 
Wisconsin  taxes  are  levied  only  on  the  gross  earnings  of  telephone  com- 
panies.   Bogart  V.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

50.  In  valuing  the  physical  property  otlier  than  land  of  a  gas  utility 
for  rate  making,  an  average  of  15.11  per  cent  of  the  net  cost  Was  added 
as  the  overhead  expense.  Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.) 
163. 

61.  An  allowance  of  17.67  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  bare  physical 
property  was  made  for  overhead  construction  charges  in  a  telephone 
rate  valuation.     Re  Chesapeake  &  P..  Teleph.  Co.   (Md.)   925. 

52.  Ib  valuing  the  land  of  a  gas  utility  for  rate  making,  20  per  cent 
of  the  cost  was  added  as  the  overhead  expense  for  buying  and  holding 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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ol  the  land  until  the  plant  waa  ready  for  operation.    Mantua  Twp.  ▼. 

Naw  Jersey  Qas  Go.  (N.  J.)  163. 

63.  An  aUowanoe  of  20  per  oeat  lor  eontr actor's  profits  ia  unrea- 
sonable when  applied  to  properties  purchased  without  the  aid  of  a  con- 
tractor.   Re  Cripple  Creek  Water  Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

54.  An  allowance  of  $17»642  for  legal  services  and  investigation  was 
held  nnreaaoaable  for  a  water  utility  valued  for  rate  BMktng  at  $160»000. 
Re  Cripple  Creek  Water  Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

b.  Bavement  w>er  maitta. 

55.  Only  the  expense  of  paving  actually  cut  and  replaced  in  laying 
gas  mains  can  be  included  in  a  gas-system  rate  valuation.  Springfield 
T.  Springfield  Gas  &  £.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

56.  No  allowance  for  paving  not  actually  done  after  laying  tele- 
phone cables  and  conduits  was  made  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Chesa- 
peake &  P.  Teleph.  Go.  (Md.)  925. 

c.  Adaptation  and  solidification. 

57.  The  appreciation  on  grading  due  to  adaptation  and  solidification 
of  the  roadbed  may  be  included  in  a  railroad  rate  valuation.  Re  Rates 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

111.  Valuation  of  particular  Idnds  of  tangible  property, 
a.  Property  not  used  or  tiseful  in  public  service, 

1.  In  general. 

Allowance  for  water  rights  not  used  or  useful  in  public  service,  see  infra, 

112,  113. 

58.  A  temporary  storage  yard  not  used  or  useful  for  gas  making  will 
not  be  included  in  a  gas-plant  rate  valuation.  Springfield  v.  Springfield 
Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

5ft.  A  vacant  residence  that  is  not  a  necessary  adjunct  of  gas  mak- 
ing will  not  be  included  in  a  gas-plant  rate  valuation,  although  it  is 
liable  to  be  occupied  by  an  employee.  Bprinefield  y.  Springfield  Gas  & 
E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

2*  Invetftment  in  excess  of  present  needs. 

Allowance  for  rent  for  part  only  of  gasholder's  site  as  is  useful,  in  fix- 
ing operating  expense,  see  Retuen,  22. 

60.  In  fixing  water  rates,  no  present  return  shguld  be  allowed  for  a 
system  built  by  a  realty  company  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  present 
requirements.     Re  Moss  Beach  Realty  Co.   (Cal.)   600. 

61.  No  allowance  can  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  an  invest- 
ment in  an  additional  pipe  line  found  to  be  unnecessary  for  public 
service.    Re  Cripple  Creek  Water  Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

P.U.R.1916C. 
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62.  The  value  of  gas  generating  and  purifying  equipmetti  in 
of  the  immediate  future  needs  of  the  utility  and  the  portions  of  build- 
ings required  to  bouse  them  was  not  allowed  as  an  element  of  value 
for  rate  making.    Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.)  1«3. 

63.  The  value  of  unused  service  connections  of  a  gas  utility  in  exoeM 
of  15  per  cent  of  the  meters  in  service  was  not  allowed  as  an  dement 
of  value  for  rate  making.  Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey  Ckui  Go.  (N.  J.) 
163. 

64.  An  equitable  part  of  a  gas  holder  and  accessories  having  a  ca- 
pacity in  excess  of  present  demand  will  be  included  in  a  gas-plant  rate 
valuation  where  the  full  capacity  will  be  eventually  utilized.  Spring- 
field V.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

65.  Forty-two  acres  of  a  148.3  acre  track  was  held  adequate  in  a 
rate  valuation  for  station  yards  at  a  terminus  of  a  railroad  having  70 
miles  of  track  and  a  small  amount  of  rolling  stock,  and  operating  only 
one  train  each  way  daily  with  no  probability  of  a  material  expansion  of 
business^    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

66.  A  telephone  company  cannot  be  said  intentionally  to  have  caused 
wasteful  duplication  of  aerial  and  underground  leads,  where  it  appears 
that  the  duplication  was  in  a  rapidly  growing  part  of  the  city  and  at  a 
time  when  the  street  was  paved^  so  as  to  provide  for  an  underground 
lead,  and  where  other  minor  instances  of  duplication  were  no  greater 
than  would  be  anticipated  in  a  large  city.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph. 
Co.  (Wis.)   1020. 

h.  Property  paid  far  out  of  surplus  earnings. 

67.  Property  purchased  from  a  new  depreciation  reserve  fund  should 
be  added  to  the  capital  account  where  the  amount  of  the  reserve  has 
been  deducted  from  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re 
Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

68.  In  determining  the  fair  return  on  the  amount  of  capital  honestly 
and  prudently  invested,  and  having  in  view  the  value  of  the  service 
to  the  consumer,  extensions  and  betterments  paid  for  out  of  moneys 
otherwise  available  for  dividends  may  be  capitalised  where  the  amounta 
available  for  such  purposes  were  at  no  time  exorbitant,  and  in  many 
instances  far  below  a  fair  return  on  the  investment.  Re  Bridgeport 
Natural  Gas  k  Oil  Co.   (W.  Va.)  253. 

c.  Property  acquired  without  cost, 

69.  Evidence  that  a  portion  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  was 
built  out  of  gifts  or  paid  for  out  of  income  is  immaterial  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reasonableness  of  rates,  since  the  basis  of  rate  making  must 
be  the  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  public  service.  Board  of  Trade 
V.  Mountein  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  688. 

d.  Lands. 

Allowance  for  overhead  expense  for  buying  and  holding  land,  see  supra, 
52. 

70.  The  consideration  in  railroad  right  of  way  deeds  is  prima  faoie 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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ifvidenee  of  the  Amomit  paid,  to*  be  comaidered  with  other  factors  in  a 

r«te*valuaticm  procoedixig.    Be  Ratee  Miasouri  Southern  R.  Ck>.   (Mo.)' 

607. 

71.  The  actual  cost  in  exccis  of  the  market  Talue  of  contiguous  land, 
necessarily  incurred  by  a  railroad  in  acquiring  its  right  of  way,  should 
be  allowed  in  a  rate  valuation,  in  addition  to  a  value  equal  to  the 
present  increased  market  value  of  the  contiguous  land.  Re  Rates  Mis- 
souri Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)   007. 

72.  A  railroad  right  of  way,  acquired  without  substantfitl  consider- 
ation and  below  the  market  value  of  contiguous  land,  may  be  valued 
for  rate  making  on  the  basis  of  the  present  increased  market  value  of 
the  contiguous  land.    Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  607. 

e.  Re»€rv0ir8  of  irrigation  utUittf, 

73.  A  water  utility  is  not  entitled  to  an  allowance  for  the  capacity 
value  of  certain  reservoirs  in  addition  to  the  construction  cost  and  the 
full  value  of  its  water  rights  in  a  rate  valuation  upon  the  theory  that 
the  reservoirs  could  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  catching  the  flood  and 
unappropriated  waters  during  the  storage  season.  Re  Cripple  Creek 
Water  Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

/.  Rails  and  ti^* 

74.  Ah  appraisal  of  railroad  rails  based  on  a  cost  of  $31.50  a  ton, 
for  which  they  could  have  been  bought  at  any  time  within  the  last  ten 
years,  and  depreciated  13  per  cent,  was  preferred  in  a  rate  valuation  to 
one  based  on  a  cost  of  $32.50  a  ton,  depreciated  10  per  cent.  Re  Rates 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   607. 

75.  An  appraisal  of  railroad  ties  made  after  an  actual  count  and 
quality  classification  for  500  feet  in  every  mile  of  track,  with  unit 
prices  sufiiciently  high  to  cover  purchases,  and  properly  depreciated, 
was  adopted  in  a  r&te  valuation.  Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)   607. 

g»  Haterialg  and  aupjiUes, 

76.  Materials  and  supplies  carried  for  new  construction  cannot  be 
included  in  a  rate  valuation  where  an  allowance  is  made  for  interest 
during  construct^n.  Springfield  v.  Springfield  Qas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 
77.  By-products  obtained  by  converting  coal  into  gas  cannot  be  in- 
cluded in  an  allowance  for  materials  and  supplies  in  a  gas-plant  rate 
valuation,  irrespective  of  whether  thciy  are  used  in  the  further  manu- 
facture of  gas  or  are  sold,  where  a  proper  allowance  is  made  for  the 
outlay  in  coal  and  for  operating  e9q>enses.  Springfield  y.  Springfield 
Oaa&E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

78.  An  allowance  of  $30,000  was  held  adequate  for  materials  and 
supplies  for  a  gas  plant,  which  was  valued  for  rate  making  at  $744,000 
exclusive  of  such  item  and  of  $26,000  for  working  capital.    Springfield 
V.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 
P.U.R.1916C.  76 
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70.  An  allowance  of  $328,624  was  made  for  materials  and  suppHef 
for  an  electric  system  having  a  rate  value  of  $10,054,540.  Ea«t  Bakers- 
field  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Ck>rp.  (Cal.)  830. 

h.  Working  capital, 

1,  In  general, 

80.  Working  capital  should  be  sufficient,  under  normal  conditions,  to 
meet  obligations  incurred  in  bills  payable  prior  to  reimbursement  from 
bills  receivable.    Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  k  B.  Go.  (111.)  281. 

81.  A  substantial  allowance  for  working  capital  must  be  made  in  a 
telephone  rate  valuation  where  the  Commission  orders  the  company  to 
discontinue  its  practice  of  collecting  for  three  mouths*  service  in  ad- 
vance and  to  substitute  monthly  billings  therefor.  Bogart  v.  Wiscon- 
sin Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

82.  An  allowance  for  working  capital  in  a  rate  valuation  was  added 
to  the  appraisal  after  the  depreciated  value  of  tlie  system  was  found, 
since  working  capital  does  not  depreciate.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph. 
Co.  (Md.)  925. 

83.  Two  thirds  the  value  of  discarded  machinery  and  accessories 
which  had  been  in  use,  and  had  not  been  charged  ofi",  was  allowed  in  a 
rate  valuation  under  the  head  of  working  capital,  one  third  being  de- 
ducted as  depreciation  accruing  prior  to  the  consolidation  of  the  eom- 
panies.    Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.)  163. 

j9.  Amounts  alloxeed, 

84.  The  sum  of  $807.80  was  held  proper  working  capital  for  a 
water  system  valued  at  $22,102.20.  Thorn  v.  Montgomery  Light  k 
Water  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  406. 

85.  The  sum  of  $20,000  is  an  ample  allowance  for  working  capital 
and  stores  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  railroad  that  has  $0,512  of  stores  on 
hand,  average  monthly  ojcpcnses  of  $10,000,  and  that  collects  pas8cngr»r 
fares  in  advance,  although  payment  of  outgoing  freight  charges  is  con- 
siderably delayed.     Re  Rates  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   607. 

86.  An  allowance  of  $26,000  was  held  adequate  for  working  capital 
of  a  gas  plant,  which  was  valued  for  rate  making  at  $744,000  exclusive 
of  such  item,  and  $30,000  for  materials  and  supplies*  Springfield  v. 
Springfield  Gas  &  £.  Co.   (III.)   281. 

87.  An  allowance  of  $133,500  was  made  for  working  capital  for  an 
electric  system  having  a  rate  value  of  $10,054,540.  East  Bakersfleld 
Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  k  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

88.  The  sum  of  $500,000  was  allowed  for  working  capital  on  the 
reproduction  cost  new  basis  for  a  telephone  system  whose  value  for 
rate  making  was  fixed  at  $11,554,758  exclusive  of  such  item,  consid- 
eration  being  given  estimates  of  engineers  based  on  average  monthly 
gross  expenses,  allowances  in  other  valuations,  estimated  pay  roll,  ma- 
terials and  supplies,  advances  to  employees  in  traveling  for  labor,  ex- 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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poiset,  team,  ele.>  imooUecied  earnings,  and  bank  deposits  drawing  no 

interest.    Re  Chesapeake  k  P.  Teleph.  Co.   (Md.)  025. 

IV.  Valuation  of  pt^Umtar  ]b#nds  of  hUatiffible  property. 

a.  In  general, 

89.  In  valuing  a  gas  utility  for  rate  making,  the  item,  "premiums 
paid  on  bonds,"  a  subitem  of  ''other  intangibles,"  was  not  allowed,  upon 
the  ground  that  the  payment  was  unnecessary,  where  it  appeared  that 
the  bonds  did  not  aetuaUy  change  hands,  but  were  transferred  from 
one  corporation  to  another,  controlled  by  the  same  individuals.  Mantua 
Twp.  V.  New  Jersey  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.)   163. 

J>.  Good    will. 

00.  Good  will  cannot  be  considered  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  utility, 
which  is  a  monopoly.    Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  k  £.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

c.  Ooing  value. 

1.  Allowance  off  in  {general. 

91.  A  smaller  rate  valuation  percentage  allowance  for  the  cost  of 
organizing  and  developing  a  business  will  be  made  when  the  cost  is 
regarded  as  intangible  value  than  when  regarded  as  an  overhead  charge, 
since  the  deduction  for  accrued  depreciation  in  the  latter  case  would 
not  be  made  in  the  former.    Re  Chesapeake  ft  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  025« 

92.  An  allowance  may  be  made  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation  for 
cash  spent  for  organization,  securing  customers,  and  building  up  a 
business,  where  the  cash  has  not  been  repaid  out  of  earnings.  Re 
Chesapeake  k  P.  Teleph.  Co.   (Md.)   926. 

93.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  early 
deficits,  where  it  does  not  appear  that  there  were  no  earnings  over  pay- 
ment of  inadequate  dividends,  that  the  management  was  good,  that  the 
rates  were  adequate,  and  that  no  part  of  the  plant  was  created  out  of 
operating  expenses.    Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  ( Md. )  925. 

94.  No  allowance  can  be  made  for  going  value  in  a  rate  case,  othei 
than  considering  tangible  properties  as  being  in  successful  operation  by 
a  going  utility,  where  the  revenues  have  been  sufficient  to  wipe  out 
early  losses  in  addition  to  providing  for  an  adequate  depreciation  fund 
and  return  on  the  investment  and  deficits.  East  Bakersfield  Improv. 
Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (CaL)  830. 

95.  In  fixing  the  actual  value  of  a  sewer  system  at  the  time  it  is 
taken  over  by  a  city,  no  allowance  can  be  made  for  the  loss  of  a  grow- 
ing and  profitable  business  following  early  losses,  where  there  is  no 
showing  whether  early  losses  were  from  bad  management  and  where  the 
franchise  expires  when  the  plant  is  taken  over.  Hanover  v.  Hanover 
Sewer  Co.    (Pa.)    122. 

96.  The  utility  has  the  burden  in  a  rate  proceeding  to  show  that 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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ecrly  deficits  were  sustained,  and  that  they  have  not  beMi  r«eauped.    Bm 

Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.   (Md.)   Q25. 

2,  Haw  detet*tnin0dm 

97.  The  Maryland  Commission  in  making  an  allowance  for  going 
value  in  a  telephone-rate  valuation  was  not  governed  by  the  percentages 
adopted  or  conclusiofis  of  courts  and  other  Commissions  in  valuations 
of  similar  utilities,  it  not  appearing  that  the  evidence  and  conditions 
were  similar.    Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

98.  In  a  rate  valuation  of  a  telephone  system^  an  allowance  of  2 
per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  new  plus  the  amount  of  materials 
and  supplies  was  made,  as  an  intangible  value,  for  the  cost  of  organiz- 
ing and  developing  the  business,  with  a  further  allowance  of  $5  per 
station  for  the  cost  of  selling  service,  where  definite  proof  could  not 
be  made  of  the  expense  which  must  have  occurred.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P. 
Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

99.  Going  valua  must  be  determined  by  the  facts  of  the  parti^ulftr 
case,  and  not  by  any  "rules  of  thumb,"  such  as  25  per  cent  of  the 
physical  value,  or  $30  for  each  consumer,  or  $5  for  each  inhabitant. 
Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  281. 

100.  The  difference  between  the  exchai^e  value  of  a  utility  and  the 
present  physical  value  cannot  be  allowed  as  going  value  in  a  rate 
inquiry.     Springfield  v.  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (111.)   281. 

101.  Going  value  cannot  be  allowed  on  the  basis  of  the  expense  of 
organizing  a  business,  or  on  accrued  deficits  from  early  operation,  where 
such  losses  have  been  recouped  from  earnings.  Springfield  v.  Spring- 
field Gas  &  £.  Go.   (111.)   281. 

102.  It  cannot  be  assumed  from  the  fact  that  the  early  records  of  a 
public  utility  are  not  available,  that  its  earnings  have  been  high  enough 
to  cover  a  reasonable  allowance  for  operating  expenses,  including 
depreciation,  interest,  and  profits,  and  that  there  is,  therefore,  no  de- 
velopment cost  upon  which  to  base  going  value.  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin 
Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   1020. 

103.  In  the  absence  of  early  records  of  a  public  utility,  estimates  of 
the  cost  of  reproducing  the  business  at  the  present  time  have  some 
evidentiary  value.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

104.  In  determining  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  business  of  a  tele- 
phone property  in  a  large  city  at  the  present  time  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  allow^anoe  for  going  value  in  a  rate  case,  it  is  improper  to 
assume,  as  the  basis  of  the  estimate,  that  there  are  no  telephones-  in 
the  city.    Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  €o.   (Wis.)   1020. 

105.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  building  up  the  business  of  a  tele- 
pbone  company  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  an  allowance 
shall  be  made  for  going  value,  in  a  rate  case,  the  estimated  cost  of 
building  up  the  working  organization  may  be  considered.  Bogart  ▼. 
Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  1020. 

d.  Franchises, 

105a.  No  value  can  be  allowed  for  a  public  utility  franchise  in  excess 
P.U.R.1916C. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ  IC 


INDEX.  3206 

VALUATION— con«in«eA 

of  the  aiiKmnt  actually  paid  therefor  to  the  public  authoritiee  at  the 
time  of  the  grant,  together  with  the  incidental  expenses.  Melcher  ▼« 
Mt.  Whitney  Power  k  Electrie  Co.  (Cal.)  923. 

106.  In  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  utility,  the  item,  ''franchise  require- 
ments capitalized,"  subitem  of  "other  intangibles,"  representing  the 
amount  of  money  wbidi  invested  at  6  per  cent  interest  will  yield  an- 
nually the  estimated  average  cost  of  supplying  free  gas  to  municipal!- 
ties  as  required  by  the  franchises,  was  not  allowed  as  an  element  of 
value,  upon  the  ground  that  the  cost  of  this  service  already  formed  a 
part  of  the  operating  ezpenses.  Mantua  Twp.  v.  New  Jersey  Gas  Ca 
(N.  J.)  168. 

e.  Rights  of  way,  eaaefnents,  etc. 

Aa  to  methods  of  valuing  railroad  ways,  see  supra,  70-72. 

107.  A  telephone  company's  ri^ts  of  way  were  included  in  a  rate 
valuation.    Re  Chesapeake  k  P.  .Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  025. 

108.  Telephone  easements  in  streets  may  be  included  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion in  a  proper  case,  since  they  are  property.  Re  Chesapeake  k  P. 
T>sleph.  Co.  <Md.)  925. 

109.  Telephone  conduit  easements  in  streets^  cannot  be  valued  for 
rate  making  by  capitalising  the  difference  between  the  annual  rental 
imposed  by  ordinance  for  the  use  of  the  streets  and  such  amount  as 
enhanced  by  the  per  cent  of  subsequent  increase  of  all  land  values  in 
the  city,  since  the  ordinance  is  a  franchise,  and  therefore  the  increase, 
if  any,  is  not  in  the  easements,  and  since  their  value  cannot  be  meaS" 
ured  by  the  market  value  of  other  land.  Re  Chesapeake  k  P.  Teleph. 
Co.   (Md.)  926. 

110.  The  capitalization  of  the  difference  between  the  taxation  assess- 
ment of  telephonc'pole  lines  and  a  pole  tax  as  reduced  to  feet  of  lines 
cannot  be  taken  as  the  rate-making  value  of  pole-line  easements,  on  the 
theory  that  the  easements  are  perpetual,  where  the  assessed  line  tax 
is  based  on  the  assumption  that  the  lineJB  will  gradually  be  placed  under- 
ground.   Re  Chesapeake  k  P,  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  926. 

111.  Telephone,  conduit,  and  pole-line  easements  cannot  be  given  a 
value  as  such  in  a  rate  valuation,  although  the  earning  capacity  of  the 
easement  is  a  measure  of  value,  where  there  is  no  evidence  of  any 
practical  method  of  ascertaining  value  separate  from  earning  capacity, 
which  is  given  consideration  in  valuing  the  system  as  an  entirety.  Re 
Chesapeake  k  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (Md.)  925. 

f.  WMter  right9. 

112.  No  value  can  be  accorded  to  a  water- right  option  where  such 
option  is  not  now  used  nor  useful,  nor  can  ever  be  used  or  useful,  to 
the  utility.    Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  464. 

113.  In  valuing  the  electric  properties  of  a  utility  no  allowance  will 
be  made  for  the  water  power  of  an  auxiliary  hydro  plant  whose  cost  of 
maintenance,  operation,  interest,  and  depreciation  offsets  the  saving  in 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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coal  for  the  steam-generatiDg  plant.    Re  Colorado  Springs  LigUt,  Heat 

&  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  4^4. 

114.  A  valuation  of  hydroelectric  water  rights  on  the  ba^is  of  the 
comparative  coats  of  generating  energy  by  water  and  by  sWin  is  of 
little  merit,  where  the  difference  in  costs  varies  with  the  sliifting 
price  of  fuel  oil  used  by  the  steam  plant*  East  BakersJ&eld  Improv, 
Asso.  y.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  830. 

115.  In  valuing  hydroelectric  water  right  on  the  basis  of  the.comr 
parative  costs  of  generating  energy  by  water  and  by  steam,  watef 
generation  cannot  be  taken  at  a  lower  cost  than  is  used  as  the  baaiiy 
for  fixing  rates.  East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light 
&  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)   830. 

116.  No  value  can  be  given  hydroelectric  water  rights  on  the  basis  of 
the  comparative  coats  of  generating  energy  by  water  and  by  steam, 
where  water  production  will  cost  the  more  until  fuel  oil,  used  by  the 
steam,  plant,  advances  50  per  cent  in  price.  East  BakersAe^d  Improv. 
Asso.  V.  San  .Joaquin  light  &  P.  Corp.  (GaL)  830.  r 

117.  Hydroelectric  water  rights  cannot  be  valued  on  the  basis  of  the 
cfapitalization  of  an  assumed  detriment  to  lower  riparian  irrigated  land 
from  the  withholding  of  water  by  the  utility's  storage  in  the  spring 
season,  where  the  storage  is  a  benefit  to  the  lower  irrigation.  East 
Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  ft  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)  830* 

118.  No  allowance  oan  be  made  on  a  rate  case,  in  excess  of  moneys 
actually  expended,  for  hydroelectric  water  rights  resulting  from  a 
Federal  permit  to  oonstruct  a  reservoir  and  flood  government  lands. 
East  Bakersfield  Improv.  Asso.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.; 
880. 

119.  It  will  be  assumed  in  a  rate  valuation  that  an  investment  in 
additional  water  rights  was  wisely  made,  in  the  absence  of  definite  evi- 
dence to  the  contrary,  where  it  is  fairly  inferable  that  the  purchase  wa^ 
dictated  by  the  then  existing  demands  and  reasonable  anticipated  future 
demands.  Be  Cripple  Creek  Water  Co.  (Colo.)  788. 

120.  It  will  be  assumed  that  the  purchase  of  a  quantity  of  water  in 
excess  of  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  utility's  pipe  lines  was  reasonably 
necessary  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  tlie  full  amount  was  a v.i liable 
at  all  seasons  of  the  year;  and  where  it  appears  the  utility  uses  several 
reservoirs  exclusively  for  the  temporary  impounding  of  the  water  tq 
utilize  the  irrigation  rights  acquired.  Re  Cripple  Creek  Water  Co, 
(Colo.)  788. 

VALITE  OF  SECTJRITTES. 

Consideration   of   amount  and   value  of,   in   fixing  valuation,   see 
Valuation,  3,  4,  17. 

VAI.ITE  OF  8ERVICC. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  rate  of  return,  see  RETtTRW,  31,  36. 
Consideration  of,  in  fixing  rates,  see  Bates,  11,  14,  15. 

VALmss. 

Apportionment  of  value  of  railroad  property  between  interstate  and 
intrastate  traffic,  see  Appobtionment,  5. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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WAIVEB. 

Of  collectioti  of  aiflcotmti  on  bill  not  paid  during  discwmt  period 
as  didcriminaiion,  see  DrscRfMiNATioN,  17. 

Right  to  require  electric  consumer  to  waive  future  damages  for  de- 
fective wiring  as  condition  precedent  to  service,  see  SeEVicb,  Id. 

WABEHOUS£8. 

Power  of  Commission  under  North  Dakota  statute  to  regulate 
charges  for  storage  of  grain,  see  Rates,  8. 

I  '.    ■'  ; 

WAVER. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  enforce  statutes,  prohibiting  railroad 
'  •  from  obfiti*ubting  percolating  or  surface  water,  see  Commis- 
sions, 6. 

Allowance  for  depreciation  of  water  system,  see  Depreciation,  22, 
23. 

Bctrden  of  bhowihg  cinrGRsonlableness  of  rates  in  eflfect  before  crea- 
tion of  Commission,  see  Evidence,  1. 

Minimum  charge  for  water,  see  Rates,  62,  53. 

Duty  of  utility  to  furnish  pure  water  supply  before'  increasing  rateB, 
see  Return,  6,    • 
' '  AiioWance '  "M  general  nMiiiagement  and  keeping  of  books  of  water 
utility,  see  Return,  15. 

Amount  of  return  held  reasonable,  see  Return,  47.  • 

Utility  to  furnish  service  pipes  from  mains  to  consumer's  premises, 
see  Service,  11. 

Service  by  water  company,  see  Service,  36. 

Amount  allowed  water  utility  for  overhead  expenses,  see  Valua- 
tion, 48,  54. 

Allowance  for  investment  in  water  rights  in  valuation  proceedings, 
see  Valuation,  119  120. 

WATER  RIGHTS. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  112-120. 

WHISTLING  POSTS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  location  of  whistling  posts  at  high- 
way crossings,  see  Crossings,  3,  4. 

WIRES  AND  CABLES. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of  electric  transmission 
lines,  see  Electricity,  1. 

Fact  that  utility  violates  its  charter  as  to  method  of  generating 
electricity  as  precluding  Commission  from  authorizing  con- 
struction of  transmission  line,  see  Electricity,  2. 

Removal  of  high  voltage  electric  line  erected  in  cloj^e  proximity  to 
telegraph,  see  Poles,  1. 

"Municipal  authorities"  within  meaning  of  New  York  statute  re- 
quiring consent  of,  to  erect  electric  poles  and  wires  in  public 
streets,  see  Towns,  1. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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WIRES  AND  CABLES— continued. 

Allowance  for  duplicftted  aerial  and  underground  leads  of  tele- 
phone plant  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valuation,  66. 

WIBING. 

When  telephone  company  not  to  be  held  responsible  for  poor  service 
from  defective  wiring,  see  Sbbyice,  33. 

WISCONSIN. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  enforce  statute  prohibiting  railroads 
from  obstructing  percolating  or  surface  water,  see  CoMicis*' 
SIONS,   6. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  fixing  uniform  rates  for  telephone  serv- 
ice, see  Rates,  46. 

WITNESSES. 

Weight  to  be  given  testimany  of  experts  ia  rate  Taluation,  see 
Valuation,  7. 

WORKING  CAPITAIi. 

Security  issues  for,  see  Sscubitt  Issues,  13. 
Allowance  for  working  capital,  in  valuaiioa  prooeedinga,  see  Valua- 
tion, 80-88. 
P.U.R.1916C. 
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